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Extrait d une Lettre de M. Dés M.:.x«: i.e. An Extra& of a 
Letter of Monfieur M1... x, to the Author of the Noxvelles 


de la my Sone des Lettres : Containing fome Remarks upoa 
the Verfions of the Holy Scripture, 


S IR, 
Saw in your Nouvelles of Azguff laft, a Critick on a new 
Verfion of the New Teftament , of which you {poke in - 
yours of Fune laft. I think it not well that the Tranfla- 
tor, inftead of faying the wife Men came to worfbip Fefus 
Chrift, tranflates it, that they came to proftrate themfelves before 
bim. 1 cannot believe that this Tranflation ts altogether juft; 
much lef§ can I approve the Reafon he brings to maintain it, [bat 
there is no probability that the wife Men knew at that time, that 
be to whom they came to bY their Homage, ought to bave Religious 
Worfhip. Sufter me, Sir, to give you my Thoughts. It ieems 


to me, that if a Verfion be exact, it ought pofitively to form 
the fame Idea’s in the Minds of the Readers, as the Original does. 


Tt ought to be a lively Pourtrairure, and a faithful Copy ; fo 
inal is clear, it ought to be clear likewife , 


is obfcure, it ought to be obfcure ; where 
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the Original is equivocal, it ought to be fo too. All this ought 
to induce a Tranflator.to ftudy thoroughly the-Genius and-Lan- 
euage of his Author, and to regulate his Tranflation by the Laws 
of good Criticks. If any one undertakes a Verfion of the Hol 
Scripture, he ought to remember that the Writers of the Holy 
Scripture have not a polite Stile ; either becaufe they thought 
it below them, becaufe they wrote ina Foreign Tongue, ar that 
it might be accommodated to the Capacity. of the moft' fim. 
ple. As for Example, St. Paw/’s Stile is rugged and impolite ; he 
owns it himfelf. An Hebrew of the Hebrews, faith St. Ferome, 
who was moft learned in bis own Language, be could not exprefs 
his decpeft Thoughts in another Language; nor did be much re. 
gard the Words, if be bad the Senfe. We ought then rather to 
apply himfelf to exprefs well what they. would fay, than to ftick 
icrupuloufly to the Terms which they made ufe of. , 
Atter thefe general Reflections, I come to the Paffage in que- 
{tion: There are fome-who'tranflate it, 20, worfhip him; others 
again fay, it is better to keep to the Term, to proftrate them/felves. 
Jo ty which is moft reafonable, we.ought to. enquire into the 
proper fignification of the Word in the Original, which is 
@esxuuey; to take it by it felf, in the Grammatical fignification,. 
it fignifies, to pay a Refpedt or Veneration to anyone, to be Civil 
to bim, or to Salute bim, And if we read St. Mattbew with any 
attention, we fhall foon be convinced that he takes it fometimes 
in this general fignification, Sometime He ufés it to denote a Re- 
fpett, a Civil Homage, and fometimes to denote a Religious 
Worthip. If there had been a Word in our Language which 
had a fignification as large, we could not tranflate it better than 
by putting it always inits place. But feeing we have none that 
hath fuch an univerfal fignification, it follows neceffarily that 
we chufe the Term that ought to be fubftituted in place of it. 
Secing then it is clear that this Word’ denotes the Refpeét and 
Homage that is due to the Divinity, we ought to ufe the word 
Adore, which gives us this Idea ; and when it is put to fignife 
a Civil Homage or Refpe&t, we ought to ufe an Expreffion adap- 
ted to that ufe. Avie | 
But, fay fome, if a Word hath a ‘double. Senfe, and’that Mens. 
Sentiments are divided as to that which is beft, what’ then. 
ought a Tranflator to do? I have already faid, he ought. to ule, 
an Exfpreflion which hath the fame ambiguity as that‘in the Ort- 
ginal, and after having obferv’d it in a Note, he may, declare 
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for, the Senfe' that he thinks beft ; but he ought not, if poffible, 
to efpoufe any Party in the Tranflation. In the Paffage of the wife 
Men therefore, it ought to have been tranflated, that they came 
zo do Homage to Fefus Chrift, or to pay their Refpetts to him. 
And the Reafon is, That this may as well be underftood of a 
Civil as of a Religious Homage. To fay as our new Tranflator 
faith, that they came to projtrate themfelves : That Expreffion 
hath not the fame Ambiguity as that in the Original. The rea- 
fon that he brings to defend his Tranflation is purely Theologi- 
cal, as the Author of the Criticks upon him well obferves. If 
he had ufed an equivocal Expreflion, and had obferv’d ina Note 
that it produc’d the fame: Idea as that in the Original, I cannot 
fee what could be faid againft it. But fo long as Tranflations 
of the Scripture.are made on Theological Prejudices, and that 
Men reprefent not fo much the meaning of the Sacred Author, 
as their. own Idea’s, this gives ground to believe that they wilk 
not have the fuccefs that they hope for. This reHe&tion makes 
me to doubt whether M. Simon be the Author of the Tranfla- 
tion we now fpeak of.. You Know, Sir, how he hath declar’d 
himfelf againft Theological Notes, and with what Heat he hath 
afferted that there ought to be none but fuch as are Grammati- 
cal. It would be ftrange if he himfélf fhould commit the fame 
fault, for which he hath upbraided all Mankind. : 

It is not, Sir, to cry down the new Verfions of the Scripture, 
that I {peak this: There is not a Man alive who is more con- 
vined than Iam of the need we have.of them. I think -we 
cannot commend thofé too much, who employ themfeélves that’ 
way at this time. How much foever they may want of Per- 
fettion, they miuft needs be infinitely better than thofé we have 
had hitherto. It hath been fhew’d already, how many Faults 
there remain to be corrected, and it would be no hard matter 
to pufh the Reform farther. I cannot forbear: giving yon two 
or three Examples of it, to clear my felt of the fufpicion you 
might perhaps entertain, That I am for the old Verfion of the 
Scripture. 

1 doubt, Sir, whether, the word ¢)m be well tranflated Cha- 
rity : 1 find ’tis. the Vulgar Verfion that .gave | occafion. to this 
miftake. They find 44m almoft conftantly tranflated Charitas, 
and therefore. they.think it ought to be tranflated Charité in 
French. In the mean time, tho’ the word Charitas,in pure La- 
tin, anfwers to the Greek, Term, it is not, the fame with. oe 
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word Charity, fince it forms in us a quite different Idea from the 
word Love, which ought to be fubftituted inftead of the Origi. 
nal. Itmuft be own’d, however, that all the Tranflators of the 
New Teftament are not. equally guilty of that miftake. Nay, 
there are fome places where none could forbear, to put the word 
Love inftead of it. But, I think, I fhould run no great risk, if 
I maintain'd that, except in five or fix Places where the word 
dd fignifies perhaps, the Alms, or Subftance that is given to the 
Poor, it ought to be every where elfe tranflated Love. This 
Remark is of greater importance than it feems to be. of at firft. 
A falfe or ridiculous Senfe is given to an infinite number of Paf- 
fages of Scripture by not obferving it. One of the fineft Parts 
of St. Paul’s Epiftles,. is certainly that wherein he gives us the 
Elogium of Love, 1 Cor. chap. 13. But if you explain it of Cha- 
rity, you will find that there’s nothing more cold nor languith. 
ing. Sir, in order to underftand well the meaning of St. Peter, 
1 Epift. chap. 4. ver. 8. where they make him fay, according to 
the ordinary Verfions, that Charity covers a multitude of Sins : 
It ought to be trantlated, Love covers: a multitude of Faults : 
That is to fay, if I be not miftaken, that when we love a Per- 
fon much, as St. Peter would have us in this place, to love our — 
Neighbour, whatever caufe of Offence they give us; we don’t 
however give them any trouble about it, we don’t break with 
them, we difflemble no Injury they have done us, and take no- 
tice of itto no Body. You will find the Explanation of this Paf- 
fage in 1 Cor. 13. 5, 7. See alfo Prov. 10. 13. Can that Ver- 
fion be Senfe, 1 Fob 4..8. God is Charity 2? Thofe of Mons have 
done better in tranflating it God zs Love. But to give the Tran- 
{lation all the force and grace of the Original, it ought to have 
been tranflated, God is all Love. Two or three Lines higher, 
the Tranflators have render'd it, that Charity is of God; which 
fignifies nothing at all: But we muft pardon thofe Faults in Per- 
fons, who wrote before a good Tranflation was well underftood, 
and when they thought that a Tranflator muft follow the Ori- 
ginal verbatim. But what fhall we fay of the Meffeurs de 
Port Royal? who, after valuing themfelves upon this extraor- 
dinary Nicety, have only copied the Geneva Tranflation in this 
Place ; Love (fay they } and Charity is of God. 1 fhall fay no- 
thing of the new Gallimathia’s they have made, by joyning the 
word Charity with that of Love; as if the latter gave only an 
imperfect of the Original Term: I fhall oily add, bag , 
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to tranflate this Place. in fuch a manner, as may reprefent t 
— faithfully, it muft be faid, thar God is the Fountain 
ove. 

I am of Opinion, Sir, that the word Chrif? does not now fo 
the fame Idea that it did in the Days of the Nooftlen People ‘em 
accuftomed themfelves to look upon it as a proper Name, or a 
Surname; whereas you know, it fignifies an Employment or par- 
ticular Dignity. Thus we fee the Apoftles mention it frequently 
alone, as they do the names of Employments or Dignities ; but 
People cannot tell how to ufeé it feparately at prefent, becaufe 
they look upon it as making part of a proper Name. Meflieurs 
de Port Royalhave well obferv’d in this the Cuftom of our French 
Language, fo far as to make a Difficulty of it in their Tranfla- 
tion, but they did not hit upon the right Explication of the mat- 
ter. Inftead of fubftituting another Term, which fhould give us 
exattly the fame Idea that the infpir’d Pen-man annex’d to it, 
they have only join’d the word Fe/us, and mark’d it in Italick : 
And this is what they call,Aw exatt reprefentation of the Language 
of St. Paul. You know, Sir, that the Term which anfwers it 
exactly, is that of the Meffas. That hath kept its natural figni- 
fication, whilft the other of Chrift, which ferv’d formerly as a 
Tranflation of it, hath varied, They ought then to have made 
ufe of the word Meffias, in all thofe Places where the Original 
makes ufe of Chriff : Such a Change as that would give a new 
Light to a great many Paffages. It’s to no purpofe to fay, that 
the word Meffas being originally Hebrew, cannot be made ufe 
of to explain a Greek Word; for we muft not take notice of 
the Original of a Word, but of the Idea which Cuftom hath 
annex’d to it. 

It’s agreed by all, that the Verfions of the O/d Teftament are - 
far more defettive than thofe of the New. We are not to be 
furpriz’d at it. The Afiatick Stile is quite different from ours, 
it hath nothing Natural, but abounds with exceflive Figures and 
Foreign Metaphors. Yet it hath been thought, that it was fuf- 
ficient for a good Tranflation, to put inthe Verfion, near the 
fame number of Words that there are in the Original, without 
taking notice that they deftrov’d the Uniformity of the Idea, by . 
attempting to keep to the fimilitude of the Expreflion.. Belides, 
we had not till of late any extraordinary Knowledge of the Ori- 
ental Tongues, and Tranflations were oftner from Verfions than 


from the Original. There is alfo an infinite Number of Places 
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naturally clear and fimple, which heve not been well -underft 
fuch as for Example that Place of Exodus *, where it muft be 
tranflated, that God refted bimfelf and took breath. Thofe who 
underftand the + Original, cannot but know that this Tranflation 
is juft; and if they know any thing of Mofes’s Mind, they 
will quickly fee what reafon he had to make ufe of that Ex. 
preflion. | 

We may fay of the Notes on the Margin of the Bibles, much 
the fame as of the Verfions ; that is to fay, that they are far 
from what they ought to be; inftead of making good critical 
Notes to explain the Literal and Grammatical Senfe, every one 
puts there common Places of Divinity according to the 
Sentiments of his Party; and even thofe who have applied 
themfelves only to explain the Scripture by the Rule of Criticks, 
have not fo exhaufted the Matter, but that others may find. 
Gleanings after them. I think, Sir, 1 am able to give you fome 
Examples of it. 

The firft is, Ga/. 2. 17. The Verfion of Geneva has it, But if 
while we seek to be juftified by Chrift, we our felves alfo are found 
finners, is therefore Chrift the Mimfter of Sin? God forbid. 
The Exglifh and Dutch Verhions, and thofe of Ca/falion and Div- 
dati are the fame. I fhall give you, Sir; the Senfé that I think 
ought to be put upon this Paffage. Let’s firft obferve, that it is 
the Continuation of a Difcourfe that Sc. Paw/ had with St. Peter. 
The latter at firft did eat and liv’d familiarly with the Gen- 
tiles that had embrac’d Chriftianity, but after the arrival of {ome 
Perfons who came from St. Fames, he would have no Commu. 
nion with them, for fear of giving Offence to the Chriftians. of 
the Circumcifion. St. Pau/ could not endure fuch an irregular 
Condu&t. He cenfurd him for it fharply, by reprefenting to 
him that he gave ground to thofe Chriftian Gentiles to think 
themfelves ftill to be impure and finners, and that the . Pra€tice 
of the Mofaical Ceremonies, contributed: to; make a Man Pure 
and Holy; and afterwards fhews! what ‘Injuftice fuch a Belief 
would be to the Author of the Chriftian Religions zbar if while 
they feek to be juftified by the Meffias, they find neverthelefs. that 
we are Sinners, with whom they ought to have no Communion, 
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3 mot true that the Meffias fhall be the Minifter of Sin 2? Which 
God forbid. And why fhould he be fo? Becaufé he fhall en- 
gage Men to receive a Dottrine, by which they are fo far 
from being fanttified, that it will. make them Unclean and 
Sinners. 

Obferve, 1 pray you, Sir, That in the 2oth Verfe of the fime 
Chapter, to be crucified with the Meffias, fignifies the fame thing 
as to have the Meffias living in us, or to live in the Faith of the 
Son of God; that is to fay, to have renounc’d the Worfhip and 
Ceremonies of the Law, to embrace the Doétrine of the Meffias; 
ina word, tobe a Chriftian. This Paflage may help us 
to underftand another, in 1 Cor. 1. 23. where St. Paw/ fays, that 
the Mefhas crucified is a ftumbling-block to the Fews. It’s ordi- 
narily under{ftood that *twas the fhameful Death of Jefus Chrift, 
which alienated the Jews fo much from Chriftianity ; but I 
don’t remember any place of the ‘New Teffament, where they 
evidenc’d any fich thing ; that which {fcandaliz’d them fo much 
was, the abrogating of the Mofaical Laws, which the Apoftles 

reach’d, whilft the Jews look’d ’em upon as a perfe&t Model of 

urity and Holinefs, as may be feen, Ads 6.11. and Chap, 18. 
ver. 13. This was the thing made them cry out: But what 
connexion, may you fay, can the CrofS of Jefus Chrift have with 
the abrogation of thofe Laws? How could the Jewsconfound 
thofé Idea’s ? “Twas not. the Jews who made that Connexion ; 
it muft be afcrib’d to the Apoftles themfelves, they pféach’d Je- 
fus Chrift as a Sacrifice which had expiated the Sins of all the 
World, and they maintain’d that his Sacrifice abrogated all thofe 
of the Law of Mo/fes; but becaufé that Sacrifice had been of- 
fered upon a CrofS, they afcrib’d to that CrofS, all the effeéts 
of the Sacrifice that had been made upon it: See Eph. 2. 16, & 
Col. 2. 14, 15. And hence it came that the Crofs of Jefus the 
Meflias, fignified the fame thing as the Abrogation of the Mo- 
faick Laws. This being confidered, there’s no caufe to be fur- 
priz'd if the Jews who had fuch an high Idea of thofe Laws, 
could not hear of the Meffias crucified without being . offended 


at it. 


I come to another Paffage which I take out of the O/d se 
ment. That is, the Commandment which the ordinary Verfions 
tranflate, Honour your Father and your Mother, that your Diys 


n the Land which the Lord your God gives unto you. 
ini, Non 4g I fhall 
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I fhall obferve by Parenthefis, that in the Osiginal the prolongas 
tion of days is direftly afcrib'd to the Fathers and Mothers. 
It ought then to be tranflated, Honour your Fathers and ‘your Mo. 
thers, that they may prolong your Days ; * or, that they may make 
you to live longer upon the Land which the Creator pour God gives 
you. This is fo true, that Arias Montanus was oblig’d in his 
{nterlineary Verfion to tranflate it, shat they map prolong the 
days, tho’ fe put it in the Margin by way of Correction, -thar 
thy days may be prolonged, becaute he did not underftand the 
meaning of it. But you are not ignorant, Sir, that God had 
annexd under the O/d Teftament a particular Efficacy to the 
Bicflings and Curfes that Fathers and Mothers gave their Chil- 
dren. It is clearly to be feen in the Example of Facod and 
Efzz, and many others. It is not then to be thought ftrange 
to find afcrib’d here the prolongation of Days to Fathers and 
Mothers, fince it depended upon them effectually to render their 
Children happy or unhappy according to their Condu&t towards 
them; and that which is particular is this, that not only they 
extended their Bleffing or Curfe unto their Children, but alfo 
unto others, according as they dealt with them. + Thofe that 
curfe you, fays Ifaac to his Son Facob, fhall be curfed , and thofe 


that blefs you, fhall be bleffed. 


But here’s fomething that may occafion fome Difficulty in 
this Commandment ; Whence comesit, may one fay, that Mofes 
adds a Promife unto this more than unto others? Why this 
Train after fuch a fhort Abridgment of the Laws? How comes 
itthat he fpeaks of the Land of Canaam? Why does he annex 
a peaceable pofieffion of that Country to the Honour that’s done 
to Father and Mother, rather than to the practice of any other 
Commandment ? And whence comes it that he threatens the. 
Children with a fhort Enjoyment of that Country, if they fall 
fhort in Refpeét to them that gave ’em Being. 

In order to folve thofe Difficulties, I fhall obferve in two . 
Words what I think is demonftrable on this Occafion, that is, . 
that Mofes omitted no Motives which he thought moft capable 
of engaging the People of I/rae/ to the Pra€tice of his Laws; . 
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‘and fot a proof of it: wichout going out of the Decalogue, we 
fee that in she fourth Commandment that he might incline the 
Irachtesto more Refpe&t and Zeal fer the Sabbath, he propos'd 
to them the Example of God himfelf? Might there not be fome- 
thing like in this. Let us fee then if there was not fome Exam- 
ple, where failure in Honour and Refpeft to a Father was fatal 
to the Children, and where on the contrary, an exact Pratife of 
this Duty was crown’d with all forts of Bleffings, but fince men- 
tion is made here of the Country of Camzan, we mutft endeavour 
to find a matter of Fatt that hath Relation thereunto. The very 
name of Cazaan eafes us of that Trouble. It puts usin mind 
of what befell Nozb, and of the different behaviour of his Child- 
ren. Noah being drunk, fell afleep in an undecent pofture, Cam 
his Son having {een him in that Condition, went and talk’d of 
it to his Brothers, Sem and Faphet, who takeing up a Garment 
immediately, went and cover'd his Nakednef§ in fuch a manner 
as fhew’d plain enough, how far they were from being fo Immo. 
deft and Irreverent as their younger Brother. Mo/cs adds, that 
Noah awak’d, and knowing what had pais’, curs’d Canaan the 
Son of Cam, and declar’d he fhould be a Slave to his Brothers, 
but particularly to Sem, Gen. 9, 10, (ce. 


It would feem at firft (by the way) that Mo/es might well 
have pafs'd over this Story in filence, but it mult be own’d that 
he hath inferted it with abundance of Wifdom, if we confider 
his Defign to fhew the right that the defcendants of Sem, that 
is to fay, the If/raelites had over the Country of Canaan. .He had 
a mind to fhew that the Canaanites were a curfed‘ Race, that 
ought to be exterminated and reduc’d into Slavery by the Pofte- 
rity of Sem. This Obfervation may remove abundance of diffi- 
culties: It difcovers the Reafon why Noah addrefles himfelf to 
Canaan and not to his Father Cam, for fince Cam had three more 
Sons, Cufh, Mizraim and Put, if he had only curs’d the Pofteri- 
ty of Cam, that would have been too much at large, none could 
have known whom it concerned in particular, perhaps twould 
have been thought that that Curfe ought to have extended to 
all his Pofterity, tho’ was not to fall upon any but Canaan, 
In a word, the I/raelites, for whom Mofes wrote could not have 
taken any advantage of it againft the Cazaanites. Whereas 
in the manner that the Affair is related, it appears that 
that Curfe was not to be accomplifh’d in the Perfons of thofe 
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that liv’d at that time, but that it plainly referr’d to certain 
People who deriv’d their Name from Canaan, as well as their 
Original. Its for the like Reafon that Mo/es is fo exa& in ob- 
ferving that the People of Pa/eftina that were to be deftroy’d and 
fack’d by the Pofterity of Sem, did all of them deftend fiom 
Canaan. : 
Don’t you perceive Sir, that tis very probable that Mo/es in 
this Commandment alludes to.this Hiftory of Nob. He fets it 
indire&tly before the Eyes of the I/raehtes, by putting them 
in mind of the Circumitances in which they were. They were 
to take pofféffion of a rich Country, thofe they were going to 
difpoffefs had not deferv’d to loofe it, but becaufe one of their 
Anceftors had drawn upon himfelf the Curfe of his Father, . by 
failing in refpeCt to him. That terrible Imprecation muft needs 
have a litteral accomplifhment, that curfed Race was to be ex: 
terminated by Fire and Sword, they were to be the Witnefles and 
A&tors of it. This was enough and more than was needful to 
teach them to improve the Misfortune of thofe People,and to take 
good heed that they fell not into the like Fault, for fear of draw- 
ing upon themfélves the like Condemnation. ‘ Perhaps a fort of 
* Paraphrafe on this Commandment,will make you better compre. 
© hend my meaning,Children remember the Land which you areto 
‘ feize, was not taken from the.Canaanites, but becaufe one of 
© their Anceftors drew upon himfelf the curfe.of his Father for not 
‘paying him due refpett, and for you, you don’t defeérve the Pof- 
‘feffion of it for any other reafon, but becaufe one of your Fa- 
© thers was exa&t in the Pra€tice of this Duty. Make ferious Re- 
‘ flexions upon all the unhappy Confequences of this Crime, and 
“take good heed that you never be guilty of it. Take particular 
© care to give your Parents due Refpett, that’s the only way of 
“ drawing their Bleffing upon you, which muft needs _ be follow’d 
“by that of Heaven and a long enjoyment of the Land of Cana- 
‘an. But if you come to negleét this Duty and to make your - 
‘ felves the Objeftsof their Curfe, it cannot but be fatal to you and . 
“ make you loie that fame Country which the Creator your God . 
“gives you. 
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Traité de P Autorite des fens contre Tranfubftantiation, &c. i. €. 
a Treatife of the Authority of the Senfes again{t Tranfub{tan- 
tiation. By Fobn de la Placette, Minitter of the krench Church 


at Copenhagen. Amfterdam 1700. Pages 309. 12° 


F all the Points controverted betwixt the Proteftants -and 
Roman Catholicks, there’s none wherein the tormer have 
more. advantage againft the latter, than that of Tranfubftantiati- 
on. Senfe, Reafon, the Analogie of Faith, and the Holy Scrip. 
tures do equally combat this Doétrine,. fo that we may {pare a 
great many Arguments again{t thofe who maintain it, without 
advantage to their Caufe, becaufe we have always enough left 
behind to conquer them. But fince all Mens minds are not equal- 
ly difpos’d to yield to all folid Reafons, of what Nature foever 
they be, it is good to neglett nothing in favour of Truth, be- 
caufé he who will not yield to one Reafon, tho’ never fo folid, 
may be convinced by another that he underitands better. 

M. de /a Placette fo well known by a great number of excel- 
lent Works that he hath publifh’d, thought with Juftice, that 
the Teftimony of Senfe againft Tranfubftantiation, isan Argu- 
ment of the greater Importance,becaufe tho’ very folid it is with- 
in reach of the meaneft Capacity, and therefore jadg’d it fit to 
place it in its full Evidence, and to refute all the principal An- 
{wers that the Learned Romanifts have alledg’d againtt it. 

He fhews in his firft Chapter, that the proof which Senfeé fur- 
nifhes againft Tranfubftantiation is very confiderable, and deferves 
to be treated of carefully. He fays, the Importance of ‘this 
Proof arifes from this, that it is out.of the reach of: Prejudi- 
ces and banifhes Difputes. . There are two forts of Clearne/s, fays 
M. Nicole, Prejug. Legitm. Cap. 14. one fo lively and apparent 
that Men cannot but fee it, and fuch as cannot be obfcur’d by any 
cloud of Prejudices or Paffions, whence it happens that it fhews it 
Self in an Uniform Manner to all Mankind, Of this fort are 
thofe things that are fubjett to Senfe. Xn other things Men are di. 
vided every day, tho’ they be never. fo litle doubtful, the moft 
clear and evident Truths not excepted. Men difpute every thing 
almo{t but what is evident to their Senfes. But fays that fame Au- 


thor, they are never divided in Opinion as to that fort of aist 
n. 
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In his fecond Chapter, M. de la Placette puts the Teftimony of 
Senfe againft Tranfubftantiation in its full Evidence. He fhews 
that ic is not only one Senfe that attefts the Eucharifts being Bread 
and Wine, but all of them agree to convince us of that Truth. 
Thefe are the Senfes of all Men in the World, nay even thofe of 
Brutes. All our Senfés judge of them in the fame Manner, and 
if we confult thema million of Times, at different Seafons and 
in ditierent Places, and let us take all manner of Precaution, 
they will conftantly fpeak the fame Language, they will always 
fay they are Bread and Wine. Its true that Senfé deceives us 
when the Organ of Senfe is not in an apt difpofition, when the 
Medium is not Simple and Uniform, when the Objett is not pro- 
portionable, .and is not placd ata juft diftance, but there’s 
nothing fuch here. Let the Eucharift be confecrated in what 
quantity they pleafe, provided the quantity be fenfible, let them 
place it in the pureft Air and in the moft proportionable diftance ° 
to the beft difpos’d Eye in the World. Let them obférve the 
fame Precautions as to the other Senfes, or at leaft for the Senfes 
that demand it, and when they are neceffary. <All thofe Facul- 
ties will fay the fame thing- They will all fay, that that Ob- 
jeQt is truly Bread and Wine. In a word. The Senfes never at- 
te{ted any thing in a more neat pofitive and authentick Manner, 
then what they atteft as to the Matter of the Eucharift fo that 
if we are to believe their Report in any Cafe, it is without 
doubt in this,°or we muft abfolutely rejett their Evidence on all 
other Occafions. 

The Roman Catholicks agree that the Senfes do unanimoully 

ive in their Evidence againit Tranfubftantiation, they are very 
fenfible of the Strength of their Evidence, but they don’t all an- 
{wer in the fame Manner to the Argument brought from Senfe 
againft their Opinion, which is already a favourable Prefumption 
for the Strength of the Argument. Our Author reduces the An- 
fwers of the Learnedft of thofé who have wrote in defence of 
Tranfubftantiation to five. Some of them have maintain’d that 
the Senfes have no certainty for any thing whatever. Others have 
allowed their Reports to be faithtul in natural Things, but will 
not allow them to be fo in the Mifteries of Religion. Some con- 
fefS that the Senfés ferve us faithfully, even in regard of Re 
ligious things when their Evidence is not contrary to the Faith, 
but they pretend that when thofe two Lights are oppofite, aS it _ 
happens according to them on this ‘Occalion, -we muft hold 
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the Iatter as being the moft fire. Others fay, that the Senfes 
have always a certainty even in Religion, when they are conver- 
fant about their proper Objects, which are according to them _ 
only the Accidents, but they pretend that tis ridiculous to con- 
fult thofe Faculties in regard of the Subftances, that are not known 
but by reafon. There are others who confefs, that the Senfes 
perceive'the Subftances,but fay,that it isin an indire& and very un- 
certain Manner. 

M. Placette confutes the firft Anfwer in his third Chapter, he 
makes no difficulty to grant the Scepticks the mott confiderable 
part of their Pretenfions, that it deftroys the certainty of moft 
part of our Knowledge,that it overturns the Foundation of Societ 
and throws Men into inextricable Perplexities and Confufions, Ie 
overturns even Religion it felf, fince Faith comes by bearing, for 
we can never know what to believe if we be not certain as to 
what we hear... The Church of Rome is more concern’d than any 
other Church, not to adopt that Anfwer fince the Faith of parti- 
cular Perfons of which fhe is compos‘d, depends on the Church, 
and the Church cannot know her felf but by the Senfés. This 
Anfwer is fo far from being maintainable, that I know not if any 
of the Romifh Doftors would now adopt it. Wideford alledg’d 
it formerly againft Wiccliff fometime after the Council of Coz- 
ftance. \t might dazzle the Eyes of fome People, when this Con- 
troverfie was not under{tood, but now twould be hifS'd at. 

He replies to the fecond Anfwer, that we muft diitinguifh well 
betwixt thofé three Things. 1. Not to believe any thing but 
what the Senfeés atteft.. 2. To believe what the Sentés don’t at- 
teft. 3. And to believe contrary to what the Senfeés atteft. We 
muft neither do the firft nor the laft, but only the fecond. He 
does not forget that judicious Remark of M. Pafcal Faith in- 
deed fays what the Senfes do not fay, but never fays any thing con- 
trary to them. It is above Senfe but not contrary toit, Penfees de 
Paical, Se. 5. Senfé, Reafon and Faith, are three diftinét 
Lights, which have each their Jurifdi@tion. One of them ought 
not toincroach upon another, they may fpeak different things, 


but not corftrary things. : 
Our Author confutes the third Anfwer, by fhewing that Faith — 


never correéts the report of Senfé, nor can itdo it. If corrett- 
ed that Report, we could never be aflus’d of the Truth of their 
Teftimony ; except we “firftconfulted Faith, to know if it faid 


nothing contrary, and fo in order to.know if we a€tually fee a 


Man, . 
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Man, wheh Senfé tells us we fee him, we muft know all thar 
Faith teaches us, andreview the whole tofee whether any of 
its Doftrines teaches us, that we ought not to believe we fee 
Man, when our Senfes tell us we fee him, which would be the 
ereateft Impertinency in the World. Our Author does not fatis. 
fie himfelf with this General Reafon, he examines in particular 
all the Senfes that may be given to that Propofition, that Faith 
corres the Senfe, and fhews that there’s none of them any way 
favourable to the Opinion of the Church of Rome, concerning 
the Eucharift. He proves that fhe cannot corre&t the Senfes, be. 
caufe fhe depends upon them her {felf, both as to the general per- 
fwafion fhe gives us of the Divinity of the Chriftian Religion, 
andin that very A& by which fhe would that they fhould be 
corrected, becaufé it is only by the Senfés that we receive that 
Monition, which they fay, Faith gives us, to make us under 
{tand that we muit not truft to Senfe. Thus the Apoftles to 
whom our Saviour faid of the Bread, this is my Body, might 
very well have argued in this Manner. ‘ We don’t know that 
* which we fee is not Bread, but a Living and Organiz’d Body, 
© but only becaufe our Ears receive the Words of our Matter, 
© who aflures us of it. But are we any more certain that our Mafter 
‘ {pake thofe Words, than we are that what we fee is Bread. 
‘ Is the Report of our Ears any more certain than that of our 
‘ Eyes, Nofe, Mouth and Hands, fhall one Senfe alone carry it 
© from four? Perhaps they will fay, that he himfelf warns us 
* not to truft our Senfes, but if we don’t truft them, how hall 
© we know that he gives us this warning, fince we fhould belg- 
© norant of it all our Lives without the Report of our Senfes; if 
© our Senfes be faithful in reporting to us this Prohibition, wh 
© fhould they not he fo in inftru€ting us in what we See, S 
* Tafte and Touch, and if they deceive us in this who can af 
* certain us, that they will ferve us faithfully in the reft. 

Our Author confutes the fourth Anfwer in two Chapters, and 
fhews that Senfe makes us to difcern Subftances not ina di 
Manner, by a clear Idea of their Effence, and of all their Pro- 
perties, even to thofe of them that are the moft conceal’d,” but 
in a more confus’d Manner, yet neverthelef$ fufficient tosbe 
in a Condition to diftinguifh thofe Subftances in a grofs Manner 
from one another, and to put a difference betwixt a Tree and 2 
Stone, betwixt a Manand a Mountain. He fhews that it isfrom 

this Principle, that Jefus Chrift prov’d to his Apoftles, the Tra 
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of his-RefurreCtion, and that the Fathers difputed againft the 
Marcionites and Extychians. DS ae 
He.repliesto the laft Anfwer in the oth and 10 Chapters, and 
{hews that there is a Certainty in what the Senfés fay to us, con- 
cerning the Subftances, and that the Roman Catholicks wha de- 
ny it, fhew by their conftant Pra€tice, both. in their Civil and 
Religious, Life, that they are perfwaded of this Certainty, and 
if they deny it, it is only to deliver themfelves from their Per- 
plexity, when they are upon this Particular. 
M. de Ja Placette goesfurther in the following Chapters, and 
after having fhew’dby generalReafons,that ’tis not poffible our Sen- 
fes fhould be deceiv’d in the matter of the Eucharift. He jutti- 
fies the fame thing by the particular Confideration of the Caufes, 
to wae they impute the Error, that the Faculties are ac- 
cus'd of. He fhewsin the twelfth Chapter, that it cannot come 
from God himfelf} who imprefles upon the Organs an A€tion, to 
which the Action of no exterior Body, anfwers upon the fame 
Organs. He fhews, that fuch a Conduct would be unworthy of 
the Sincerity of God, and by confeguence of his Majefty and 
Grandeur, and that this A€tion would deftroy the Nature of the 
Sacrament, and be inconfiftent with the manner of our Thinking 
and Speaking.’ : | 
The Caufes then of the Senfations which we have on occafi- 
on.of the Eucharift,. are in the Eucharift it felf.. The Matter is 
te know how they arethere. Some fay,.that all thofe‘Accidents 
which we perceive there,exift without a Subjeft, and others that — 
the Modes of Bread and Wine, affeft the Body of Jefus Chrift 
‘ felf. . Md la Plecere ctins My; welt ape a in tae fal 
owing Chapters. He applies himielf particulatly to anfwer 
hak ager Rohault hath faid. eo eg in his Enter- 
tainments. ..He fhews,that what he teaches upon this Subje€t,im- 
plies a Contradi€tion: There’s no modefty in { nepearing, to fay,that 
God could not do it. He confutes what Des Cartes hath advan- 
Cea that the Effence of Things depends.on, the Will of God ; he 
could haye order’d it fo, ‘that contradictory, Propofitions. fhould, 
be true at, the Sametime, and that'two and.three.fhould. not 
five. He fhews, that the: Effence: of Coporeal Beings con- r. 
fifting in Magnitude, Figure and Motion, the Repofe, and the -_ 
Situation. of .the,; Parts ;., se eB Modes ate .found 
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this Thing are ‘identify’d, and ‘ate only one and the fame 
Thing. ean) | 

Ir iscertain, that whatever Efforts Fagwes Robault hath thade 

to render Tranfub{tantiation conceivable,--he hath not had the 
leaft fuccefs in it ; but I formetly had a Manufcript.of which he 
is faid to be the Author, wherein he fpoke quite another thing, 
He diftinguifhes at trft betwixt that which is of Faith in this 
Opinion, and what every good Roman Catholick is oblig’d to be. 
lieve of it, from what particular Do&tors have taught concer. 
ning it. He afférted at laft, that they were fimply oblig’d to 
believe, that the Bread of the Eucharift, became by. Confecratj: 
_on the proper and true Body of Jefas Chrift ; and he maintain’d 
that ’twas fufficient for that; that the Soul of . Jefus-Chrift was. 
united to the Bread after the Confecration, which he pretends 
to fhew is very pofhible and eafie. We may foon fee that fuch 
a Doftrine takes off a very great number of Difficulties which 
attend that Opinion; bat this is not the Seitiment of thé Churcl 
of Rome. 1 atn affur’d, fays'our Author, that M.‘Robau/t was. 
oblig’d to fopprefs'thar Work, and to fubftitute that of his En! — 
tertainments, in room of it, which is a meer Galimathias. 
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Eerfte bondel der PrincelyRke Zeden Leffen, &e. te. Moral’ Pre- 
cepts for Princes oppos’d to the Maxims of Machiavel. By 
Mr. Fens, M. D. Hague, 1700. 80. Pages 170, 


f tim Corruption of Mankind does hot proceed from want of 
& Rules and Leffons’ of Morality.’ ~The World does not — 
want Preceptors’ to’ inftru@ and’ reforin them’, “but -wants 
Attention and‘ Application to profit by them: Moft People being 
Staves to their Paffions, and wholly taken up with their Interefts, 
dre more taken up about raifing themfelves to Dignities, than, to 
make themfelves ‘ht for therh, and -t0 pollesg heen than to per 
form the Fun€Hons belonging #6 them: “Mz! Fens ‘complaits of 
the Negle€&t or-rather of en lattice of ¥outh on’ this Head. 
Young Men of Quality {pend moft of their'beft: Years in Plea- 
fares and Vain Amufements, and fancy it - Lies edantry to 
tha 








acquire Capacity by Study and Reflexion: “It is therefore’ 


fy frequently to ‘repeat ‘thé’ ~fame- it ‘are ‘ufeful tor: 
rhe Condutt of Life; tothe ‘entl they tray Be Ait aco Heh 





them, 
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thet} rand that they may’ fhatch ithe Attention from them (if we 
may be allowed fo to fpeak) which they will not grant in the 
Tumults of the World, © 

Tho’ this:' Treaty of Morals relates efpecially to Princes, it is 
neverthele{S full of: Maxims proper forall Perfons,who have any 
ace eithet in the State or:imthe ‘Church, and without having 
ominions to govern, every’Man-may:make a profitable Appli- 
cation with relarion tothe Poft in’ which he is. Our Author in 
efte& hath kept to general:Maxims, without defigning any Perfon 
in particular. —Princes»will fuffér: 'thofé Vices to, be attaqu’d, 
which they authorize by their Example, but Prudence teaches us 
to {pare their Perfons, and to fatistie our felves with prefénting 
them a Miror, to thew them their Faults. By Confequence the 
Moralities of our Author do as much concern all thofé who 
are cloth’d with any publick Authority in General, as Princes in 
particular. 
He is not ignorant that,accerding to Politicians, all Moral Ver- 
tues don’t fuit Princes. Machiave/ hath imploy’d all the Cunning 
and Subtlety of his Wit to prove that the art of governing well, 
does not confift ‘in being Vertuous. The Laws of Fidelity and 
Probity, are only obligatory upon private Perfons. Virtus €& Sum- 
ma poteftas\non coeunt, Ex¢éat aula qui volet effe piws. Lucan 
Lib. 8. A-Priice according to him, ought not to Aime the ap. 
ance of' it, $ut-only in order to hisown Advantage, and for 
the welfare of Kis Dominions, which ought to be his principal 
Obje&t. He may diflemble and he may deceive, all that is call’d 
Policy. Honefty is not a State-Vertue. Kingdoms are not  go- 
vern'd’ by Scruples of Conftience: Reafon of State is the only 
Rule. Mr. Jens is ftruck with. Horrour at the very thought of 
thofe deteftable Maxims. He fhews us,that all Ties of Union be- 
betwixt Prince and People are broke, where unfaithfulnefs and 
perfidiouinef$ are the fundamental Principles of the Art of Reign- 
ing. Society cannot be firm and durable, when on the one fide 
jeCts aré retain’d by fear and miftruftin a fore’d and 4fufpici- 
ous Submiffidn ; and-on the other, the Prince thinks every thing 
jawful that may*confirm and aggrandife his Power. Its true 
that ‘Muachiavel doth not exprefly fay fo; he does: not plainly 
tell us that a Prince ought to be unfaithful, a Cheat and an 
Hypocrite but he teaches them tobe fo indiretly,- and to:-our 
great Misfortune he hath experience-and examples on his. fide. 
Thegreateft of ‘Princes, - and oie whofe names eteamnaners 
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with the greateft Renown)in Hiftory, have not always confulted 

the Principles of Morality; and a: Minifter caraare regulates 
{s fo 


his Condu&t and Intrigues in any thing, may pafs for a: good 
Chriftian, but not for agood-Politician. . Mr. Fens’ anfwers,: that 
Exampies don’t. juftifie an all AGtion.: We muft norialledge fora 
Reafon that. which is praétisd contrary te Reafon. «Things 


to be judg’d of by. themfelves,,;\Mtvis uncontrovertible thatthe. 


Quality of a Soveraign gives them no: powerto convert Grimes 
into Vertues. It would feem, on the contrary, that their Elevgti: 
on, which fets*em-above thofe Humane Necefiities that ufually op. 
pofe Vertue, obliges them torbe niore xact, «mote feverely tip: 
tight;.than other Men. By confequence; a Liberty toviolate the 
moft folemn Oaths; whilft it -is reckon’d-an atrocious Crime in 
a particular Perfon, cannot be reckoned one of the Rights that’s 
infeparable from Soveraignty. There’s none: who dare venture to 
maintain that Diftin&tion nor to admit a Difference fo odious, If 
Princes fet themfelves above Laws, they are not:therefore to: be 
difpens'd with, nor abfolw’d before the Tribunal. of Reafon. 

Our Author infifts upon it more pofitively afterwards, to prove; 
that Veftue is effentially neceflary to thofé that govern, and 
{hews it, by Arguments trom Politicks, as well as by thofe from 
Morality and Religion. In effe&t, Laws:are. not «made, but for 
entertaining Concord and Peace among People. ..Common Safety 
and Tranquility are the only Defign.of eftablithihg Civil Society: 
But if Laws terve only for the People, and if Princes have a 
Right to trample them under foot, when they can do it for their 
own Advantage, that’s to arm ’em againft one another. The 
People ought to-take fpecial Care to guard againft Oppreffion; 
whilft the Prince having his Face mask’d defigns {lily to advance 
his Authority. “Thus a Prince who makes himfélf formidable 
to his own Subje&ts, can never be formidable to-his Foreign Ene- 
mies, nor can he afcertain himfelf of any thing, becanfe he hath 
both the Jealoufies of his own Subje€ts and the Sufpicions: of his 
Enemies to grapple with.. The AffeCtions of his: Subjetts are 
alienated; becaufe they,;.can put no Confidence in -him.,and -his 
Neighbours leok upon him-as an Enemy always ready to invade 
them, and. with: whom there’s no other Meaiures to be taken, 


but to put him outof a Condition to hurt them, or to-break his © 


Treaties. Let’s but look,upon the Troubles. of dows: XL he 


fear'd all. the World, becaufe he- made. them all afraid of him, 
and. as he made it his own bufinef§ to feign and diflemble, he. 


thought: 
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thought that all about him did the like; that they only fhew’d 
him_a_ Copy _ of their Countenance, but..were underhand. form- 
ing Plots againft him : So that if Princes think themfelves under 
no Obligation to be-Vertuous for the fake of Vertue it felf,. yet 
they ought.to.be fo for the Good .of their Dominions and their 
own repofe. 

The Machiavilians will ftill reply, That we nwyft not examine 
Maxims of State to the Rigour, nor by the Rules of nice Mora- 
lity. The neceffity of preventing Surprifes, or of difcovering 
fecret Defigns, obliges them to make ufe ofa thoufand Methods 
that are not confiftent with an exact Probity. As. for Example, 
they bribe Spies, they fow Diffention among Enemies. In a 
word, Politicians make ufe.of a.thoufand hidden Springs, with- 
out which the State would be in danger of ruine by the Intrigues 
of its Enemies. muft we then make ufe of no other means. but 
fuch as are lawful, according to the Maxims of the Chriftian 
Religion ? Muft we not elude one Artifice with another? In 
this Cafe nice and f{crupulous Vertue may be more pernicious 
than Vice. it felf Our Author denies not but a Prince ftands in 
need of more fubtile and refin’d Precautions than private Per- - 
fons do, who have nothing but their own Fortune to manage, 
but he maintains that they ought not to confound Craft. and 
Deceit with Prudence, and that there’s a difference betwixt ne- 
ceffary Penetration and knavifh Subtlety :. We mutt be Prudent 
as. becomes Chriftians, but not Fraudulent as Machiavel would 
have us. . | 

Thofe~ Preliminary Refleftions are follow’d by a Dialogue 
betwixt a. Prince and his Preceptor in Morals, where our Au- - 
thor’ propofes 26 fundamental Maxims for the Inftruction, of 
a young Prince, which are fo fhort, that they will not admit - 


of. an Extract. 
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Lettre de M. de Vallemont: 1. ¢. A Lettre from "M: Vaile- 
mont, D. D. to a Friend of his’, concerning a Martine 
Plume. rt GST AWO 


Rh ove 

SIR, : reg 

Have found a Thing which would very much adorn ‘your 
I Clofet, where you have a Colleftion of Curiofities, fit forthe 
Clofet of a great Prince. rg eae 

Some days ago I'went to the Houfe of M. Lignon Junior, 
to fee a great quantity of Plants, Grains, Flowers, and Weft In- 
dia Fruits. -M. Ligzonhas a wonderful Knowledge of the Plants 
of that Country, and likewife of the Way of their being culti- 
vated, a Qualification particular enongh, but. not to be acquir’d, 
what Talent foever any Man may have for that fort of Study, but 
by dwelling, as he did, feveral Mea geome the Americans. He 
made two Voyages to America upon the King’s Account, and 
each time brought home with him all forts of curious Plants that 
Nature produces there.. I found with him a thing with which 
{ was very much taken; it's a Vegetable very curious, becaufe of 
its sarge ye fize, and grows in the bottom of the Sea. When 
I faw it, I call’d to mind what Pliny fays of the Red-Sea, and 
of the Eaft-Indian Sea. He tells us from Relations he had feen 
of it, that there’s at the bottom of thofe Seas, vaft Forrefts of 
very large Plants, and without number. Mare rubrum, €& totus 
Orientis Oceanus, refertus eft Sylvis. Hift. Nat. Lib.Cap. 25. He 
obférves afterwards with great curiofity,that whilft the Red-Sea is 
encompafs'd with frightful Solitudes, without Plants and Trees, 
except it be a fort of Thorns, which is fcattered'up and down, 
there’s found under the Waters of that Sea, Forrefts of Trees 
which flourifh and bear Fruit, as if Nature would make us 4 
Compenfation by thofe Marine Vegetables, for producing nothing 
in the dry and barren Lands of Arabia Deferta. There is in that 
Sea, fays Pliny, above all others, Lawrels and Olive-Trees. The 
Lawrel there brings forth its Grain, and the Olive-Tree its Olives. 
The Weft-Indian'Sea contains no lefs, undersits Waves. The Ve- 
getable I faw at M. Lignon’s is a fine and agreeable Demonftra- 
tion of it. It isa fort of Marine Plant, flat, extended like a 





a Fan, pierced like a Sieve, and is called by the Caricts, 
Cae 
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Sea-Plume ot Palm: Thefe Plumes grow on the American Sea 
along-the Rocks, gpadnag have their Root s-Their Branches 
are finely woven, like cut Point, or as Clu/ius fays, like’ a Net 
for taking of Fifhes and Birds. Itsbecaufe of that admirable 
Contexture, that this learned Man calls it Planta Retiformis.. This 
delicate Lace is fupported in the middle of the Branches by! a 
fort of Card or Rib, which iffues. from the Trunck, and termi- 
nates towards the upper part of the Leaf} where it lofes it felf 
infenfibly. The Leaves of this Marine Palm, hold fometimes all 
by the Brink, and rife- without any folution of their continuit 
like a great Fan. There are fome of them that have fin 
Branches, which rife out of the middle of the great ones 3 and 
this is very beautiful; efpecially when thofé different Branches 
are of different Colours, like the fine Marine Plume, in the Ca- 
binet of St. Gexevieve. There are fome of them whofe-Branches 
are White, Violet, and Yellow, and when it is fo, there can be 
' nothing feen more beautiful, than they appear under the Water, 
where they look like Baskets of Plumes and true Feathers, fuch 
as Trageedians wear upon theit Heads. That,no doubt, is the 
Caufe why this Marine Vegetable was called by the. Name of the 
Sea Plume: Yes no eafie matter to fay really what this Plant 
is.. There are fome Naturalifts who reckon it one of the forts 
of Coral ; but lam not of their Opinion, Coral is perfe&tly: ‘ho. 
mogeneous in all its fubftance ; ic is the fame Matter without 
and within, but tis not fo with this Marine Plume. .The exter- 
nal Part of the Plant is a fort of little Cruft of petrified Chalk, 
which is very thin,and under that Cruft there’s a fort of black Ruth 
or Tiffoe of wooden Filaments,-pliable and very hard to-be 
broke. Ceratas; the Phyfician, in his Defctiption of Ca/ceolarius’s 
Clofet,: Page 17. fays that the American Ladies are very ‘cutious 
of thofé Matine Panaches, value them highly, and covet them | 
mightily, becanfe they ferve them inftead of Fansto refrefh them- 
felves-during the great Heats. It is no extraordinary thing 
to fee one of thofe Plants, but ’tis very rare. to-fee one of ’em fo 
fine, fo perfect, and fon latge-as that of’ M.Ligaon... It is four 
Foot Kigh,and very near as broad. It’s Stalk rifes out of a bic of 
Rock, with which its Root feems to be_ petrified. There’s about 
the'Root apiece of white Coral, which is form’d there, with a 
number ofvhicele fringing Buttons of red Coral. Here we may 
_ oblerve with delight, ‘how Nasute’ pleafes it felf in its Produéti- 
onsgandimakes Sport-of its:Variety.of Works. 
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Examen d'un Ecrit quia pour Titre. Fudicium de Argumento 
Cartefii pro Exiftentia Det, petito ab ejus Idea. i.e. The Exa- 
mination of a Paper, Entituled, A Judgment concerning the 
Argument of Des Cartes, for the Exiftence of God, taken from 
his Idea. Printed at Bafle.. 1699, 


T is certain that Truth is more fhaken than eftablifh’d, when 
falfe or captious Arguments are made ufe of to prove it, and 
{ince of all Truths, that of the Exiftence of God. is the firft and 
capital Truth, the Proofs that are brought to confirm it, ought 
to be anfwerable to the Importance of the Subje€t, and to prove 
the Evidence and Neceflity of it. 

M. Des Cartes for this End made ufe of the Idea that we 
have of God, ahd which makes us to know that his Exiftenceis - 
neceffarily included in his Effence, from whence he concludes, 
that God exifts fo neceffarily that ’tisimpofhible he fhould not exift. 
It has been already obferv’d that feveral Fathers of the Church 
had made ufe of this Argument before Des Cartes. . It may be 
faid that ‘twas Mo/es’s Argument when he afcribes to God the 
Name I am, he that is call’d I am, that is to fay, be who is by 
way of Excellence, or neceffarily Exifts. 7 

Yet there are fome who have thought this Argument too Me- 
taphifical and Subtle. The Author of a Paper, entituled,A Fude- 
ment concerning the Argument of Des Cartes, for the Exiftence of 
God, taken from his Idea, pretends to refute this Argument asa 
Sophifm. I am of the Opinion he is miftaken, but we muft hear 
his Redfons; he feems to make an Argument of this, that every 
Man does not perceive the Evidence of this Keafon, nor the 
Neceffity of the Confequ as they perceive the Evidence of 


thofe Propofitions. A Triangle hatb three Angles, andthe whole is 
greater than its Part... | rf 


sé 


We fhall. explain. this Author's Arguments, and give you his 
meaning ina few Words. He thinks we muft diftinguifh two 
forts of Exiffence, as there! are two forts of Effence. Hepfays, 
there's an Exi/tence Objectrve, as there’s an Effence Objedtive; which 
fubfifts only in the Underftanding. | ‘There’s:-alfo \a; read and: for- 
mal Exiftence, as there’s a real and formal -Effence,|;whigh:tub- 
fifts out of the Underftanding, for Example; we mayo reprefent 
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to our felves a Horfe with Wings as we may reprefent the Siz. 
Then the Effence of this winged Horfe fubfifts only in the Idea 
and Underftandihg. This is what they call an Objective Ejjence, 
and the Wings in this [dea are as much infeparable from the Ob- 
jettive Effence or the Idea of a winged Horfe, as three Angles 
are from a Triangle. But when we reprefent to our felves the 
Sun, befides the Objective Effence or the Idea of the Sun, there’s 
likewifé a real. and formal Effence of the Sun, becaufe the Sun 
exifts effe€tually in the World. And fince it does not follow 
that a winged Horfe exifts really, becaufe we have the Idea 
of a winged Horfe, fo neither does it follow: that God really 
exifts becaufe the Idea of the Effence of God contains the Idea 
of his Exiftence. We cannot according to’our Author conclude 
any other thing of that Idea of God, but an Obje€tive Exiftence, 
that is to fay, an Exiftence which is only contain’d inthe Idea of 
the Underftanding. To confirm his Thought, he obférves that the 
_Exiftence of a Thing goes pari pajju with its Eflence, becaufé we 
cannot fay, that a Thing is fuch a Thing, without fuppofing that 
this Thing is; in fuch fort that whilft the Effence of that Thing 
which we define, ~is only in the Underftanding, its Exiffence is 
only there in the fame Manner. But when the Effence of a Thing 
which they define asthe Sz”, is real and formal, fince the Sun 
has a Sub{tance without the Underftanding, its Exiftence is as 
formal and real; from hence this Author concludes that it is a 
ridiculous Sophifm, to conclude the Real and Formal Exiftence 
of God, from its being contain’d in the Idea of his Effence, be- 
caufe we can conclude nothing elfe from the Idea of God, but 
an Objective Exiftence, fo that we have no more right to con- 
clude by vertue of that Idea, the Formal Exiftence of God, than 
of any other Being. Becaufe the Exiftence of God belongs no 
more to the Effence of God, than to the Effence of any other 
Thing whatever. Throughout there is equally an Oljeétive 
Ejfjence, which, fubfifts in the Underftanding. It hath been often 
faid, that the Argument of Des Cartes was good, becaufe if it 
was a Sophifm, it might eafily be perceiv'd, and that it would 
conclude falfe when applied to other Subjetts. This neverthe- 
lefs, is what he undertakes to fhew in this Paper, where he 
propofes this Argument of Des Cartes. . ae: 
All that I conceive clearly and aay to be included in the 
Idea‘of any thing, ought to be afcrib’d to that, thing. 
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But I conceive clearly and diftinttly, that the. neceffary Exifte 

is contain’d in the Idea of God. | y Exiflence 
Therefore we ought to afcribeunto God a neceffary Exiftence - 

that is to fay, that God exifts neceffarily.- ? 


To this Argument our Author oppofes another, which he thinks 
to be much the fame. | 

All that 1 conceive, &ec. 

But | conceive clearly and diftinttlythat Exiftence is contain’d in 
the Idea of a moft perfect Body. 

Therefore we ought to afcribe Exiftence to a moft perfett 
Body. , 
if it be faid that this Author does not ropofe an Argument 
entirely alike, becaufe he cuts off the word Neceffary from that 
of Exifience, when he fpeaks of the Exiftence of a moft per: 
fe& Body. He anfwers, 1. That the Diftin&tion is not good 
betwixt «@ necefjary and poffible Exiftence, becaufe he who fays 
pollible, {peaks of a Fhing which may exift, but does not exift, 
He. believes that we ought rather to diftinguith Exiftence into 
nect {Jay and contingent. After which he fays, that tho” zece/- 
fary Exifience does not enter into his Argument, neverthelefs 
contingent Exiflence but attual, is included in the Idea of a moft 
perfeét Body. 

So that he believes the folution of this Sophifin depends up- 
on the diftin€@tion betwixt an 2 pee Exiftence and Real Exi- 
flence, and that the Argument of Des Cartes having {poke in the 
Propofition of an objettive Exiftence, concludes neverthelef§ for 
a real and formal Exiftence. -In fine, our Author adds, That we 
can conclude nothing ftom the Idea of God for his Exiftence, 
no more than we can conclude from any Picture, that there is 
in Nature an Original like it. We mult not forget that this Au- 
thor having propofed the Argument of thofé who fay, That God 
ought neceffarily to exift, becaufe it is not impoffible that. God 
fhould be ; he anfwers it by this diftin@tion, That as to what te- 
lates to our Knowledge, we conceive nothing which hinders that 
God is; but that it does not follow from thence, that a Thing 
is fuch as we conceive it to be, becaufé our Knowledge is boun- 
ded, and that there may be fomething we know not, which ren- 
ders that impoffible that we believe to be very poffible. This 
isthe fubftance of the Paper we {peak of; and upon which we 
{hall make fome Refle€tions, 7 
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"To :make what we fhall fay the more intelligible, we mutt 
‘begin .with.the Explanation of fome Expreflions, that may per- 
a a Reader who is not much acquainted with School Terms. 
-What is here called objetfive, is that which is reprefented by the 
‘Idea of our Underftanding, whether that Objeét reprefénted ex- 
ift or not , .infomuch, that when we fpeak of an Objefive Being, 
‘we underftand nothing -elfe but an Obje&t that is agreeable to 
the Idea of our Mind, tho’ that Objett have no fibftance any 
where. For Example, when! form an Idea of Alexander or 
Cefar, I give them an objeftive Being, becaufe I make them the 
‘Objeét of my Thought. 3 
e calla real or formal Being, that which atually fubfitt 
in Nature, though it fhould not be the Objet of any humane 
Knowledge. 

We fay that a Thing hath a ‘polite Exiffence, when °tis of 
fuch a Nature, that it may be done and exift really and a&tu- 
ally. Our Author isin the wrong tocenfure that Expreffion ; 
it is juft, and clearly exprefles what we ought to think of a 
a that isnot actually in being, but may neverthelefs come 
to be. 

We muft not confound this pofible Exiftence with contingent 
Exiftence, becaufe the latter gives a real Being to the Subject 
that exifts. As for Example, to this Aunt; but we call the Ex- 
iftence of this Aunt a contingent Exiftence , becaufe, as this Aunt 
had no Exiftence two Months ago, perhaps it will exift no more 


in two Days time. 
In fine, we call that meceffary Exiffence, which is fo effential 


to its Subje&t that ’tis infeparable from it, and we cannot form 
to our felves any Idea of that Subje€&, without reprefenting thar 
it a€tually and neceflarily exifts. 

It muft likewife be obferv’d, that SP oe and judge only 
according to the knowledge that is fo upon the Idea’s we 
have. By the Idea’s, we muft underftand the perception of a 
Thing. They may be diftinguifl’d in feveral manners. There 
are Things we may perceive by the fole att of the Underftand- 
ing, as is every Thing that cannot be reprefented by any Fi- 
gure. Exiftence, True, Falfe, Hearing, the Name and the Mind 
are of that Nature. There are other Things we reprefent by 


Fi as a Triangle, a-Square, a Stone,a Horfe. The Facult 

chat ~~ en thofe Idea’s, we call Imagination : The Underftand- 

ing makes ufe of it, when i with application and force 
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on thofe Objects that are capable of being - reprefented: and’ ff. 
curd. Thole two forts of Idea’s are either clear or obfcure. The 
Mind difcovers this clearnefs or obfcurity, by-the inward: Senfé 
it hath of it; muchin the fame manner as we know if we fee an 
Opject diftinG&tly and clearly,or confufedly and without diftingtion. 

They may be further diftinguifh’d into Idea’s fimple and:com>: 
pounded. -The fimple Idea,is-the fole perception of the Objeétas: 


of the Sw”, which neither coutains. Affirmation nor Negation, 


The compeunded Ideajcarries along with it the Union or Separa: 
tion of other Idea’ss as in this Propofition rhe Sym. ts greater 
than the Earth: But it muft be obferv’d, that. in all the Affir- 
mations, where two Jdea’s are join’d, the reality of thofe two 
Idea’s makes but one Being in Nature, the extent of the Body of 
the Sun is the fame thing with the Sun. | 
‘he third Obfervation that is to be made, is, That as the Be- 
ings of the Univerfe.are only Known by the Idea’s we have of 
them, we caunot judge of their Truth, but when their’ Idea’s 
are. clear-and. diftin&, in our Underftanding: ::S0:that: the. only 
fure and certain Maxim to know-the Trath, 7 zot to affirm that 
10 be true whereof we bave no clear and difliné Idea’s. | 
It would be of no ufe for maintaining Pyrrhonifm, to fay 
that it is not enough for eftablifhing Truth, that our Idea’s are 
clear and diftin&t; becaufe. there may be Things-unknown-to us, 
in that which feems to us the moft clear and beit known: Be- 
caufe tho’ we know not the Nature of a Thing in its full ex- 
tent, it is neverthelefS true to affirm,.that what we know of it 
by clear and certain Idea’s is true.. Juft as when I look on :the 
Sea, tho’ I fee not all the extent!of it, yet it iso lefS certain 
that I fee the Sea. There is-not then any thing: more unrea- 
fonable, nor ridiculous, than to ‘\offer at. calling:in’ doubt.a 
Truth clearlyknown, -by the arbitrary: Suppofition »of' fomething 
that may be unknown,which perhaps is nothing’, and cannot,if it: 
he any thing,deftroy that which is true,becaufe. tis. clearly known. 
The incomparable, De/cartes. having a€ted the Philofopher-in 
putfuing this Method, and having; fought.the:.Truth in himfelf 


by his Idea’s, found this,Truth at-fisft, Izhinkitherefore J am.; as: 


a Truth. which prefents it £lf immediately to\the Mind, .by.the: 
fifi Notionwe have of our felves.. It is the: nature of thefe: 
firft Notions, to difcover themfelves by their own. Light : :To offer. 
to explain them is.to obfcure,them,,as -in thofe yee sree 
two times two make four, the Wholeis greater. than ws Bart. 
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Afterwards feeking to know his Effence more exa€tly, he found 
he had a Will that exercifed its A€ts in Infinitum. Tt would know 
abundance of Things, *tis ignorant of. 

He knew that his Prefervation did not depend on himfelf, fo 
that if he fubfift to morrow as he does to day, it muft be by the 
fame Caufe, and by that fame Vertue which gave him Being. 

Thus the Boundaries and the Defeéts. of’ his Knowledge, the 
A&ts which his Knowledge could produce z# Infinitum, put him 
in.the way (if we may fo fpeak) to find neceflarily in his Under- 
{tanding, the Idea of an Ad/-perfet? Being, of that kind of Be: 
ings we treat of, that isto fay, ¢ Being which Thinks and Wills. 
Afloon as he perceives this Idea, -he examines and confiders it, to 
difcoyer; the Properties that are neceffarily and infeparably ‘in- 
cluded in its Idea, and to exclude from thence all that: cannot'be 
therein comprehended. We muft explain this Argument. When: 
we have a general Idea of Extent, we may reprefent unto 6ur 
felves diverfe Figures; . but as foon as we fix upon‘a Figure of 
three Angles, then all the Properties? that -are obfétv'd in’ that’ 
Triangle, are truly included in the Nature of the Triangle,with-’ 
out any dependance upon our Idea’s, becaufe ‘thofe’ Properties 
are contain’d in the Efience of the Triangle. Tedd 

The fame Method is follow’d in\Des Cartes’s way of reafoning. 
This Idea, I think therefore I am, gives me neceffarily an Idea of” 
a Being, either Dependant or Independant, that is to fay; which’ 
fubfifts by its own. Power, or by the ‘Power of’ another,’ of ‘to 
exprefS it otherwife,this Idea of an Beimg in general; leads‘tne to! 
the Idea of an Al/-perfeét Being, for:it I have nothing but the 
Idea of an Imperfeét Being, fuch as Tam, this Idea of an Imper- 
fed Being neceflarily produces the Idea of: an All perfect Being. 
So. that, whatever.way I come by that Idea of an “A//perfedt Be- 
ing \ find it inmy felf, lexamine,1 confider this Idea of an’ A/z-per- 
feét Beingas\ examine 'the. Idea of a’ Friangle:And asi find that Ex- 
iftence is included in this Idea of an AlL-perfect-Being, ‘as neceflari- 
ly.and more clearly, than the equality‘of “three Anglesin a Trian- 
gle, to two right Angles. 1 conclude: with as mueh neceflity and’ 
more Evidence; that an: Ad/perfedt Being’ ought -neceffarily t0, 
exift.;, that’s today; that there is an-Al/-perfet? Being,’ as 1 ‘cone: 
clude thata Triangle,hathits three Angles equal ro tw right Anglés- 

_ Thofe.two Arguménts até fo inuch alike, 'thatetheres Ho differ. 
ence to be found.in them. . Here is no Suppofition ide, *t et 
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Men deceive themfelves, who imagine that we muft underftand 
if there be an A//-perfedl Being.For as then when I fay that the Whole 
is greater than its Part, L don’t {peak of any particular Thing that 
fubfifts, but I only affrm,that the Natureof the Whole is to be Lreat- 
er than its Part. A Propofition which includes a Truth without 
any dependance upon our Idea or Underftanding. In the fam2 man- 
ner whenI fay, that an All-perfedl Being does neceffarily include 
Exiftence, | only affirm, that the Nature of an All perfect Being, 
neceffarily contains Exiftence in it felf, and this is true without 
any dependance upon our Idea or Underftanding. 
_ This Reafoning hath all the Chara€ters of Truth, that an Ar- 
gument.can have. Itisclear and evident, the Confequnce of it 
is certain and demonftrable. Acs a miftake to believe that the 
Exiftence of that All-perfect Being, of which we have the Idea; 
{ubfifts no where but in our Underftanding, which the Author of 
this Paper fuppofes, when he {peaks of an Objeftive Idea, fince 
I don’t conclude this Exiftence of the All-perfe&t Being, from 
the Nature of my Idea, but from:the Nature of the Objett, which 
-itreprefents. And as.it is. true that the Whole is greater than its 
Part, tho’ there were no Idea of a Whole ora Part. -It is alfo 
certain, that the Exiftence pertains neceffarily to a perfect Being, 
fince Independance or Exiftence of it felf is the chief of Perfetti- 
ons, which is incontrovertibly true, tho’ there were no Idea of 
the Aleeries Being. | 
The fecond Chara&ter of Truth, that is found in this Argu- 
ment is that tis zm form, always concludes true and never falfe. 
Our Author oppofés this Argument, that was already oppos’d to 
Des Cartes in the firft Objeétions, — 
All that I conceive. x 
But I conceive clearly and diftinttly, that Exiftence is contain'd 
in the Idea of a moft pérfelt Being. 
=" we ought to attribute Exiffence to a moft perfett 
But there’s nothing more falfe than the fecond Propofition of 
this Argument, becaufe the quality of moft perfed by Vertue, 
of which they pretend to conclude the Exiftence, is reftri€ted 
by the Nature of the Body, that is to fay, of a moft 
Body, as much as a Body can be fo. But the Nature of the Bo- 
dy not including Exiftence with it felf, it follows clearly that 
“tis not included neither in the Nature or Idea of a moft 
Body. We might in the fame manner /peak of a moft perfett Cen- 
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rawr, and yet thofe PerfeEtions not contain the Exiftence, farther 
if the Idea of a moft perfe&t Body included the Exiftence, ther 
we might fay, that the neceffary Exiftence fhould be included in 
the-Idea of the Body or inthe Idea of moft perfe&t, which is 
not fo, fince the Idea of the Body does not include pofitively in 
it felf the Idea of Exiftence, the Idea of moft perfe& adds no- 
thing further, becaufe this ph Perfeé?, how general foever the 
Term bz, is limited by the Nature of the Body, which does not 
contain a neceflary Exiitence. 

We muft then remember carefully, that in the Argument 
which proves the Exiftence of God, the Underftanding does no- 
thing elfé but give us the Idea of his Nature,or of his Effence : In 
that fame manner he gives us the Idea of 'a Triangle,or of the Num- 
ber Four: And feeing the Properties of the Triangle, or of the 
Number Four, don’t depend upon any Operation of the Under- 
ftanding for producing them, fince they are the neceflary Con- 
fequences of the Natute ofa Triangle and of the Number ‘of 
Four; Neither does the Underftanding operate any thing more, 
when it reprefents to us a Triangle, or the Number of Four. Al 
is-equal fo far. Then if weneceflarily perceive the Exiftence of an 
All-perfect Being, as we perceive the Properties of a Triangle, 
and of the Number Four, that can no more be any Fi€tion of 
the Underftanding; itis nothing but the fimple, percepriow of 
the Properties of the Effence of the All-perfet&t Being, as of the 
Properties of the Triangle and-of the Number Four; which ‘all 
fubfift independantly on the Idea of the Underftanding. This is 
fo true, that we ate perfuuaded, that maugre all humane Under- 
ftanding, the Number of Four may be divided into two-equal 
Parts, becaufe it is the Property of its Nature: And in the fame 
manner, that maugre all humane Underftanding, the All-perfect 
Being exifts, becaufe Exiftence is the Property of its Nature. It 
would feem that the Author of the Paper did not comprehend 
the Strength of Defcartes’s Reafoning, when he endeavour’d to 
iliude it by an objective Esitncs, Hb ight eafily know, that 
in the Senfe which he gives to obje€tive Exifterice; we may at- 





tribute it to all forts of Objetts that humane Wit can reprefent 
to it felf. And from thence he might eafily conceive, that the 
Exiftence which is attributed to the All-perfett Being, is not of 
the Nature of thofé Exiftences which humane Wit can afctibe 
toa Tree of 4000 Paces high, or to aCentaur. We perceive ea- 

fily that that Exiftence fublifts no otherwife but by a Fiction eo : 
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the Underftanding. There’s no way to prove it: But the Exi. 
ftence of the All-perfett Being, fubfilts in the proper Effence of 


that All-perfect Being. It’s eafily perceived that we don’t put 
it there, and that we.do nothing elfe bur fearch and difcover it 
there. ; 

The better to comprehend this Demonftration, we muft know 
(as we may be perfwaded of it by Meditation) that it does not de. 
pend on Humane Witt, to make Exiftence enter into the Effence 
of any thing whatever, except in the only Effence of the 
All perfect Being. An able Ingineer, may form to himfelf Idea’s 
of a thoufand Machines that he may invent, .but affoon as he 
hath form’d the Idea of any one, he examines the Properties and 
Effe&ts of that Machine. Thofe Effetts and Esopeties depen no 
more upon him, they are the Confequences of the Nature of 
that Machine. But he will never find the Exiftence included in 
the Idea of that Machine, fo.as to. conclude. that it exifts, as we 
find it contain’d in the Idea. of God, infomuch. that,,thé. Union 
of the Exiftence, with the Ejfence of God, is fomething real, 
independant on the Mind, in the fame manner as the greatnef$ of 
the Whole exceeds the greatnefS of one of it’s Parts,” tho’ even 
that Propofition, the Whole is greater than its Part, fhould not 
be the Obje& of any Act of the Underftanding. 

There remains no more but to confider, whether the Idea of 
the All perfect Being, is an Arbitary Idea of “Humane Wit, or 
whether it be an Idea that offers it felf to the. Underftanding. 
Des Cartes proves that the Idea of the All-perfe&t Being cannot be 
Arbitary, becaufe we can neither add’ any thing to it, not dimi- 
nifh any thing fromit. Itis Simple and Indivifible. We cannot 
reprefent it to our felves, without difcovering therein the Exift- 
ence immediately, and on the other hand we don’t find Exift- 
ence neceflary, but in the Sole Idea of the All-perfett Being. This 
is fufficient to convince us, that this infeparable Union of Exift- 
ence and Effence in the Nature of God, is not the Effect of our 
Idea, nor the Operation of the Underftanding, We muft refer 
the reft of this till next Month, : 
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The Right Honourable the Earl of Arlington’s Lettersto Sir William 
Temple Baronet, From July 1665. Being the first of his Employ- 
_ ments abroad to September 1670. When he was recal’'d. Giving 
a perfect and exakt Account of the Treaties of Mun{ter, Breda, 
Aix la Chapelle, and the Triple Alliance ; Together with the 
particular Inftruttions to Sir William Temple, the Earl cf Car- 
lingford amd Afr. Van Beuningen, with other Papers relating to 
thofe Treaties. As alfo aparticular Relation of the Death of Ma- 
dam, by 4 Perfon of Quality then aftually upon the Spot. All Prin- 
ted from the Originals never before Publif’d: By Tho. Bebingtor 
of Gray’s-Inn, Gent. London, Prigted for T. Bennet rot. 8ve 


Pag. 454 
He lafE Ceatury, efpecially towards the latter Part of it, 
A, May juftly be Ril'd an Age of Intrigue, wherein Moft of 
ha tected Europe, and their Minifters of State carry’d on 
their Projeéts and Defigns with more Addrefs and Policy than o- 
pen Force and plain downright Violence. Thofe Succeflors of 
Machiavel, Richlien, and Mazarinerefin'd upon, and improv 
the Maxims of their Mafters fo far, that they had the Art (even 
whilft they were figning of Treaties, and carefliag each other 
after the moft endearing manner) to carry on Underhand a 
Scheme of Proceedings which look’d another way. The more 
we Refleé&t upon thofe dark Times, the more weare ata lofs 
what to Infer from them; for all things feem’d to be Intricate, 
and. the Arcana Imperii, the Myfteries of State were Vail’d with 
fo thick a Cloud, that they were Skreen’d not only from Vulgar 
View, but even from the Eyes of thofe who pretended to be 
fharper Sighted than others. a, 

And in truth, fhould any Hiftorian undertake the Hiftory of 
thofe Times, he-will find himfelf ina fort of a Labyrinth out of 
which he will hardly get without a Friendly Clue to lead him 
through the Mace. Nay, Memoirs and Letters, which can give _ 
him the cleareft Light into thefe Matters, will afford him but lit- 
tle Help, unlefS he has Fudgment enough to Diftinguifh, and In- 
regrity enough to Deliver nothing ‘but whatis Truth, or at leaft 
that which looks moft like it. For amidft thofe Heaps of Secrer 
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Hiffories, Private Letters, &c. which have been Publifh’d of late 
Years, by Men of feveral and ‘contrary Parties, one cannot tell 
where to fix, nor whofe Relation to Credit; fince they contra- 
di& one another fo often in relating Matters of Fa&s and, that 
both fides of a Contradi¢tion cannot be True, is a Maxim or 
Axiom granted on all Hands. 

Thus much we thought fit to Premife. We now fhall proceed 
to give you fome Account of the Letters and Papers contain’d in 
the Treatife before us. In our laft Years Journal for the Month 
of December we prefented the World with a Specimen of the 
Letters of Sir William Temple, written moft of them upon the 
fame Subje& with thofe of the Earl of Arkngton, which being 
compar’d together may give the Reader an infight into the {e- 
cretand obfcure Management of Affairs during that: Space of* 
Time. 

The Editor Ufhers in the Letters and other Papers with the 
Treaty made between King Charles I]. and the Bifhop of AdZunfter ; 


' wherein among other things it is Covenanted, That the Bifhop 


fhall invade Holland with 20000 Foot and roooo Horfe : That: 
neither the King nor Bifhop will make Peace with Holland, with-- 
out the mutual Confent of each other : That the’ King fhall al- 
low the Bifhop so0000 Rix Dollars for defraying the Charges 
of three Months, to be Paid at three Payments: That during 
the fucceeding Time of the Warcarry’d on with their joynt Con- 
fent, his Majefty fhall pay 50000 Rix Dollars a Month 5 but in-cafe 
the Elector of Brandenburgh and Duke of Neuburgh fhall-enter in- 
to this Treaty by a limited Time, then Deduétions to be made 
Proportionably out of the faid Sums. This Treaty is given us 
in the Latin Original with the Exglifh Tranilation on the fide. 
Next to this Treaty follow the InftruCtions given to Sir Wiliam 
Temple, who was going to the Bifhop of A4unfter ; wherein he is 
Advertis’d what Meafures to take in ratifying the Treaty, in 
paying the Money agreed upon, ia informing himfelf of the Bi- 
fhops and the Neighbouring Priuces Inclinations, and in givin 
an Account from time to time of what he obferves to the Enel 
Court. Above all, Sir Wiliamis caution’d, that in the Govern- 
ment of his own Private Perfon; he fhould with all Poffible Care 
Difguife and Cover from the World hisEmployment, and fo pafs 
i and down, as lead by his own Euriofity to the making of this 
ourney. : 


After 
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_ After this come fome few Letters writ by the Earl to Sir Wi/- 
liam, in anfwer to thofe he had received from :him, all of them 
turning upon the fame Point, and giving Sir Wiliam Temple 
farther Inftruétions how to demean himfelf in the Poft he was 
in. 

The Inftrutions, given to the Earl of Carlingford, going Ex- 

traordinary Envoy tothe Emperor, are here fet down at large. 
He is Advis’d therein to inform himfelf fully of the Treaty 
wade with the Bifhop of Afunfter ; to defend and fupport the In- 
terefts of that Bifhop in all the Princes Courts he pafles through, 
as well as inthe Emperors ; to wait upon the Marquis Caftel Redri~ 
go, then Governour of the Spanifh Netherlands, refiding at Bruffels, 
and to inform him that a ftri@er Alliance is endeavouring to be 
made between the Crowns of England and Spain, That encou- 
raged by a Letter from him,his Britannick Majefty had enter’d in- 
to a Treaty with the Bifhop of Afum/ffer, and that he should fuf- 
fer the Duke of Bourneville to go and ferve the Bifhop in his Mi- 
litary Expeditions, but oppofe the French Troops pafling through 
thofe Countries to Moleft the Bifhop of A¢unfter. After he has 
difpatch’d thefe Affairs withthe Marquis, the Earl of Carlingford 
is ordered to go direétly to the Prince of Afimfter, to concert 
Matters with him, and upon his Advice and Approbation, to 
wait upon the Dukeof Newburgh, the Elector of Brandenburgh, 
and the Elector of Aéentz, in order either to draw them into the 
Treaty,or at leaft to prevail upon them to ftand Neutral. Laitly,he 
is inftruted how to Behave himfelf ia the Emperor’s Court, what 
to Reprefent ia his firft and other Audiences, and how he fhould 
carry himfelf to all Foreign Minifters. 

Thefe Inftructions, with the Letters that follow, fhew how in- 
tent and hearty the Exglifh Court wasat that time in the Afunfferi- 
an Treaty; how glad to hear of the Advances which the Bifhop 
had made from Time to Time in the Enemies Country, and with 
what Suprize it receiv’d the News of that Bifhops making a 
Peace with the Hollanders. The Letters likewife Inform us, 
what our Naval Force was then, what Difturbance it gave to the 
Deutch; as alfo the Reafons why the Payment of the Money pro- 
mis’d tothe Bifhopof Afunfter was delay’d, which that Bifhop in 
his Letter to Sir William Temple, and in his Afemorial deliver’d in- 
to King Charles by his Envoy Complains of, and Declares to be 
the principle Canfe of ‘Clapping up a Peace with the Dutch. Let 

“this be ‘as it will, the Exgli/h Court was nettled av it, Orders 
Qqq q2., were 
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were fent to Sir William Temple to go forthwith to the Treaty then 
on Foot.at Cleves, and to hinder it as far as Poflible; andan An- 
fwer wasreturn’d by King Charles to the Prince of A4unfter’s En- 
voy’s Memorial. But all this fignified nothing, the Peace was 
made, and no Revoking it ; only Sir Wiliam Temple was order’d 
to put aftop to the Payments due'to the Bifhop, and he engae’d 
fome part of his Forcesto come into the Spanifh Service. 

After this we have an Account in the Letters, among other 
things, of France declaring War againft England; of the En- 
gagments that happen’d between the Englifh and the Dutch Fleets ; 
of the Inftruétions given tothe Lord Sandwich Embaflador from 
our Court to Spain, and the little Succefs he met with in his 
Propofals to that Crown. 

It would be to no purpofe to’run through the whole of thefe Pa- 
pers, and the little we have offer’d may be fufficient to excite in the 
ReaderaDefireof taking a larger Entertainment in the perufal of 
the whole. Befides the Bufinefsof the A4unfterian Treaty and the 
Confequences of it, they contain likewife an Account of the Rife 
and Progrefs of the Treaty concluded at Breda ; of the Triple Alli- 
ance; Of the Treaty at Aix lz Chapelle ; of the Swedifh Subfidies, or 
Money to be Paid by Spaiz to that Crown, on Confideration of its 
entring into the Triple League ; of the difference between the En- 
glifh and Dutch East-India Companies ; and of the Journey and 
Death of A¢adam, by a Perfon of Quality then upon the Spot. 

This laft, viz. the Death of A4adam, has made a great Noife 
in the World, and moft have been of Opinion that fhe was Poy- 
fon’d. The Perfon of Quality mention’d by Mr. Bebington, was 
by when Afadam Expir’d, and in allhis five Letters, one of which 
he fent to the King, he feemsenclin’d to Believe that fhe came to 
an Unnatural Death. He tells us that after fhe had Dranka 
Glafs of Cichery Water, that was Prefcribed to her, fhe cry’d out 
fhe was Dead, and fell into Madam AZe/chourgh’s Arms, and de- 
fir’d to be put to Bed, and have a Confeffor: That when he de- 
manded of her whether fhe thought fhe was Poyfon’d, upon the 
Confeffors faying fhe ought to accufe no Body, fhe made no Re- 
ply, but only fhrink’d up her Shoulders, which was certainlpa 
very fufpicious Circumftance. We fhall not inquire into that 
Matter of Fa@, but Conclude the Account of it with part of 
the laft Letter Written by the foremention’d Perfon of Quality 
to the Earl of Arlington, which runs thus: ‘* This is only to give 
“your Lordfhip an Account, of what I believe you know od 

** ready, 
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ready, of the Chevalier de Lorain’s being permitted to come to 
“* Court, and, to ferve in the Army as a Aarfhal de Camp to 
> “the King. If Adadam were Poyfon’d, as few People doubt, he 

“js look’d upon, by all France, to have done it, and ’tis won- 
“* der’d at by all France, That that King fhouldshave fo little re- 
*“ gard to the King of England our Matter, confidering how in- 
“ folently he always carried himfelf to her when fhe was alive, 
“as to permit his return. It is my Duty to let you know this, 

_ “to tell his Majefty; and, if he thinks fit to Speak tothe French 
“‘ Ambaflador about it, to doit Vigoroufly, for I affure you it 
“ reflects here much upon him to fuffer it.” 

Our Editor has, befides the Letters Written by the Earl of 
Arlington to Sit Willian Temple, in order to carry on the Story of 
thofe Years more regularly, and to fet every Matterin its proper 
Light, inferted feveral Letters from other Perfons to that Lord, 
befides the Authentic InftruGions and Communications upon the 
Projects of the Peace, as alfo the Projects as they were a fort of 
Embryos, and laftly, the Treaties themfelves, being Confumma- 


ted and brought to Perfection. 
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The Myfteries of Opium reveal’d, by Dr. John Jones, Chancellor of 
Landaff, 4 Member of the College of Phyficians in London, and 
formerly Fellow of Jefas College in Oxford ; Who Firft, gives an 
Account of the Name, Make, Choice, Effects, ee. of Opium; . 
Secondly, Proves all former Opinions of its Operation to be mere 
Chimeras, &c. London, Printed for R. Smith. 1709. i” 8vo 


Pag. 371. 





| Rom the A4feries of State treated of inthe laft Article, we - 

| F are now lead to confider the Adjterses of Opium, The Ap- 
probation whereof fent by a Member of the College of Phyticians 
to the Bookfeller, is in thefe Words: “ I have read the Book you 
“(ent me, which, for the great Difcoveries contain’d, therein, 
“ is juftly entitled the Adyfreries of Opinm Reveal'd: It has no need 
<< of Mine, or of any other Approbation : For fuch Extraordinary 
“ Performances, as this is, are more fecure of a Kind Reception 
“in the World by their own great Worth, and Ufetulnefs to the 


“ Publick, than by any other Recommendation whptioever. 4g 
; us 
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Thus much you have of the Authors Performance from a Bro- 
ther of the fame Facilty, which is' fomewhat extraordinary, 
fince ’tis commonly faid that'two of a Trade feldom agree. But 
to let that alone, we thall proceed to give you amore particuliar 
Account of this Treatife, leaving the Readerto Judge for himfelf. 
Not that we pretend to run through the whole, for that would 
be too tedious 5 we fhall therefore content our {elves with giving 
you an Account of fome part of it. Abs, is TE 

Our Author has divided his Book into one and Forty. Chapters, . 
in the firft of which he thews how Opinm had it’s Name, how’tis 
Made, and whence it comes. Asto'the make of it he obferves, . 
that it was produced of White Poppies, and concerning it he 
takes notice of thefe Particulars: (t.) That the Ancients chofe 
the time when the Poppy Heads were moft turgid of Milk, to 
take it in the beft Condition for their purpofe: (2.) That they 
made feveral Incifions in every Poppy’s Head: (3.) That they 
-made them immediately after the Dew was up: (4.) That they 
made them Tranverfely, thereby to cut and lay open more of 
the Milky Veflels: (5.) ‘That they made them fomewhat oblique- 
ly : (6.) That they did not make the Incifions quite through: 
(7.). That they floaped. the Edge of the Knife, or Inftrument up- 
wards, as they made the Incilions: (8.) That they went back- 
wards as. they did it, to avoid going by the Shells which were to 
gather this. Juice. After thele” Remarks upon the Making of 
Opium Dr, Sones gocson to give an Account of its Name, which 
he faysis £6 cald.from “Ox-:, which fignifies the Juice by way of 
‘Eminence ; ‘then he inforins us that this Opimm comes from Tur- 
hey, Egypt and Thebes, As for the. Critical Rematks he makes 
‘upon the Word Opium, we pafs thein over, leaving them to 
the Exercife of thofe whofe Genius leads them that way. 

His eecone Chapter Treats of the Election or Choice of Op- 
um, tor which he gives feveral Rules according to the Parts from” 
which it is brought, whether from! Turkey or the East- Indies. 

The third Chapter informs usof the Effects of Opium us’d Ex- 
‘rernally.;’ wherein our Author oblerves, that Externally ithas two 
Effeéts upon a Humane Body ; Firft, asan Opiate to caufe Sleep, 
take away Pain, @c. ‘And fecondly, as an Alterative of the Parts 
to which itis applied. Ot thefelaft he tellsus: (1.) “That itin- 
cies ‘Refolves and Diftusfess'(2.) Relaxes and Mollifies : (3,) 
Matorates end “Suppurates: (4.) Exulcerates, or caufes Blifters: 
(5. Ise’ Piloghérick : (6.) Thar itis hurtful to the Eyes and it 
: | (. 
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(7) It excites Itchings: A i it excites Venery, 
plied to the Peri Ce 9 Si ) ea , a ry Venery , 
_ The three next Chapters Treat of the fternal Wie of Opin, 
in refpe& to the Moderate Dofe, the Exceffive Quantity of it, 
and the long and'lavith Ufe of Crude Opinm, on each «: which 
Dr. ones beltows feveral particular Remarks. 10 ' 
After thefe General Obfervations concerning the Name, ’ Make, 
Effects, ¢*c. of Opium, our Author gocs on in the feverith Chap- 
ter togive usa Compendious: Way of Examining ‘all Opinions 
concerning the Operation of @pium, both among the Ancients 
and Moderns. And here heobferves that their Opinion in general 
is, that Opium Operates by Diminifhing or Difabling the Animal 
Spirits. Now the contrary to this Dr. ones proves in the 
eighth Chapter, wherein he produces feverat Caufes of his Suf- 
picion that all Authors have gone upon a wrong Foundation, in 
their Difquifitions of the Operation of Opium. ‘The’ Cavfes he 
produces are as follow: (1.) He obferves that alJ Learned Men 
are, to this Day highly dijfatisfied as to the Caufe and Manner:of 
the Operation of Opium notwithftanding all that has been Writ- 
ten about it, and therefore the Foundation of the Ancientsis ra- 
ther to be fufpected, than that there has been‘a general Failure 
in all the mof® Judicious Mafter Builders, that have endeavour’d 
to Build thereon: (2.) That moft Men do think it impoflible to 
explain the intricate, various, contradictory Phenomena’s, and - 
Myfterious Effects of Opium,~fitting contented and perfwaded 
that it Operates by an Occult Quality, wholly wnexplicable, and 
particularly referv’d from the Knowledge of Mankind: (3.) 
He farther Obferves, that none durft Venture to lay the whole, . 
nor one half of the Burthen of the Phenomena, or Effeéts of O- 
pinm upon that Foundation; forefeeing doubtlefs that it could not 
bear them, and that if they laid any more Weight thereon, ‘the 
whole would totter and fall to the Gronnd : (4.) He Remarks 
that Ancient Authors writ of Opinm before it came to be of Com- 
mon and General Ufe in the Day-time with Healthy Perfoas, and | 
that confequently the Effects they obferv’d of it were, to caufe 
Sleep, to take off Pain, to ftop Fluxes, to compofe the Spirits, 
to caufe Perfpiration and Sweat ; all which our Author fhews par- 
ticularly are not.inconfiftent with the Hypothefis of diminifbing or 
difabling the Spirits, and therefore they might well be deceiv’d 
thereby : (5.) Dr. Jones obferves that all our Modern Authors 


and Phyficians, receiving the Knowledge of Opium, its aes 
: an 
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and Ufes, from thofe Ancients, do ufe. it only for the fume. Eads 
and Purpofes as they did, without any regard had to the more 
Vigorous and: Enlivening Effects ot: it: (6.) He fays, that thofe 
Brith Effetts of Opium were not taken Notice of by our Phyfici- 
ans, nor indged does he well fee:how they fhould, without getting 
- out of the common Road of Obferving, which, he adds, is fome- 
times’ very ufeful, upon fuch occafions ; (7.) And laftly he ob- 
ferves, that if any fuch Brisk Effetts did ever happen, it was ei« 
ther not regarded, or if obferved, it was not imputed to Stupi- 
fying Opium (as allefteem it) but to any other Caufe or Accident, 
rather than to a thing well known to have quite contrary Effeds. 
. | After .thefe Remarks made by our Author, to evince how. 
juftly he fufpeéts that all other Author's have pone On a wrong, 
Foundation in their Difquifitionsof the Caufe of the Operation of 
Opium, hein the three next Chapters, proves atlaurge, that Opiam 
-has no Cold Quality, whereby to diminith or difable the Spirits = 
That it fends no Fumes, Vapours or Auras from the Stomach to 
the Head, Brain, &c, and therefore it does not diminifh or dif- 
able'the Spirits by that means :, Laftly, that it does not diminifh or 
difabdle the Spirits by any means whatfoever, when duly and mode. - 
rately usd. The Arguments he ufes to ftreagthen thefe Propo- 
fitions ere too a | and large tobe infertedin this Place, and | 
therefore we mult leave them, as well as the Anfwers he returns 
to. ome Objections to be confider’d by the Reader at his Leifurein 
. the Treatife itfelf......., | 
on the twelfth Chapter Dr. Youes proceeds to Aflign the Trwe 
Canfe of the Operation of Opium, wherein he fhews firft, that Opi- 
um produces its common. Effects while it isat the Stomach, and 
before it arrives at the Blood, and therefore does not Operate as 
an Alterative thereof: And Secondly, that it does not Operate 
by cauling a grievous. Senfation, as Vomits, Purges, Errhines, 
Salivators, @e. do, but. b caufin a Pleafant Senfation ; which 
(adds he). is the true and plain Reafon why it takes off Pain, and 
caufes al] Effects quite contrary to that of Grievous Senfations. 
Before our Author enters upon the Explication of the various 
Effeats of Op‘umapplied outwardly, or us’d inwardly, whether 
in a Moderate or Exceflive Dofe, he thinks fit in the thirteent! 
and fourteeath Chapters to. premife fome tbls of the vents 
Senfation, and Senfitive Pleasure {o farag it re his prefent 
Purpofe. On thefe two Heads he has infifted very la Bely al 
afforded a great deal of Entertainment. as. well as Employt 
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- othe Curious and Inquifitive Reader.’..In Explaining the Nature 
or Occohomy of Senfacion, he enlarges on thefe Particulars : (r.) 
The Object of it, which is the thing perceiv’d by any of the Sen- 
fes, as Light by the Eye, Sound by the Ear, Odour hy the Nofe, 
Taftes by the Tongue, 45 by the Feeling, ‘or (as Helimane calls 
it) the Guftus (or Tafte): at Stomach: (a) The External Aé- 
dium of Senfation, which) is .that which receives Impreflions 
‘from the Objet, and conveys them: to the Organs of Serifa- 
tion. Thus the Air conveys Sound (or tremulous Motion) 
to the Ear, Light to the Eye and Odour to the Nofe:  (3.) 
‘The Organs of Senfation, viz. the Parts of the Body that 
God has fram’d To receive thofe Impreflions, and“Communicate 
them to the Animal Spirits: (4.) The Iateraal Afedinm, viz. the 
‘Animal Spirits which receive thofe Impreffions froth the Organs 
and convey them to the 'Senfitive Soul: And (5.).The Senfi- 
tive Soul, which perceives thofe Impreflions convey’d to him by 
the Anintal Spirits; which Perception is that which is propery 
ly Senfation. 1 #3 

As to Senfitive Pleafure our’ Author. defines it to bea Compla- 
cency of the Senfitive Soul, tefulting from the agrecablenefs of the 
‘Object and the Organ of Senfation : Thus we are pleafed with 
what is agreeable to the Eye, Ear, Tongue and Stomach, cc. And 
to the Subject he is upon, he obferves, that the ative Principles 
‘of the Membranes, efpecially the Sen/ile Adembrane at Stomach, 
are Volatile Salt: and:Oily: Parts, ora Sal Volatile Oleofum, which 
is Predominant in them, and in all the Parts of ‘the Body, there- 
fore:fuch things as havea Volatile Salt joyn’d with fome Oily 
Parts, mutt be in a {pecial manner Agreeable and Pleafing to the 
Membranes ;.for Simile fimili gaudear. Having difcufs'd this Point, . 
he proceeds to enquire upon: ened whether Opium be fuch a 
Sal-Volatile-Olegfum, wherein the Volatilé Particles are fomewhat 
more Attive or Acrimonious than ours,.and the Oily and Vola- 
tile Parts ftriély combin’d? If fo, Concludes the Doctor, the 
Bufinefs is doite, the .Nail is hit on the Head, and he may fay, 
“Bu csi. y a9 Pa 9413 ae 1 ee Ore e. 
_> Now 'toveltablith his Notion that Opiam is fach a Sal-Volatiles 
Olvofiimy Geo. Dr: Fenesvin: the fifteenth: Chapter: fhews: at large, 
firft, which are the? Predominant Adtive Principles of Opium, 
and how combin’d :\\Sécondly, which of them produce the _ 
‘and’ laudable Effeéts of Opiam, :and why 2 thirdly, Which 
of them produce its ill Effe’s and why : F 





Rrrr 


™ . 




















68 of Te ED, 
“Asto dhe firitof thefe: Points,, viz.. ‘which dre-the PR 
A@ive Principles of Opium, he makes: the following Remarks: 
(1.) It manifeftly appears, that Opium -is highly impregnated 

with Volatile Salt: (2. .) That the Volatile Salt of ‘Opium exceeds 
ours in A@ivity, Brisknefs, @c, (3.)«ThatO pines Solpbendous: 
(4.) That’ it bas 4 {opt-of a Refi ivan Sabi which»is loofe; and 
‘not United with the Volatile Salt :' (s.). That.the Red. Tinéture 
of the Opi#m has all, or moft-of the Volatile Salt in it: (6.) That 
the faid Tin@ure is Oleofe: (7.) And laftly, That the Oily 
Parts, and Volatile Salt are very intimately and ftrifily Com- 
bin’d. . Each of thefé Remarks our Author Strengthens by 
feveral Evident Proofs drawn from Experience, 1 toa long, to be 
Tranfcrib’d. > + 

Then he goes on to the fecond Point, and tells us, that Gites 
_ A&s and Produces its ufual good Effects by a Sal-Volatile-Oleofim, 
_ fomewhat more Adtive than that inthe Membranes, whofe Prin- 
ciples are moft intimately and ftri@ly Combin’d, and.fo that it is 
Qualify’d in the higheft Degree for our purpofe. Therefore (as 
tie Evinces by feweral fubfequent Arguments) the 'Sal-Volatile-Ole~ 
ofum of Opiam, feparated from its Rofin, is the moft Confummate,. 
and beft Qualify’d, that poflibly can be imagin’d, to Pleafe, Gras 
tifie, and finally to Titillate our Membranes; oar. Organs,of Sen- 
fation. After ‘this he accounts for the ill Effects produced-by 0- 
pinm; and the Reafons why they: are inetarlgeie and Concludes 
this fifteenth: CWapter with Anfwering ‘fome: Objetsenabiiat: are 
ftarted againft what he hasadvane’d. ©- 1 2 

The following Chapters tothe twenty fourth are taken up 
with giving us an Account, and Explication of. the Effedts of: 0- 
pium usd Externally ;..of the Effects of:itus’dInternallysia amo- 
_derate. Dofe, and herein, of. the: conftant,. frequent andorane Ef- 
feéts thereof; of the Effeats ‘of the Declinatiano Operation 
of Opium ia @ moderate. Dofe ; of theikffects Aheseofiin'anex- ~ 
céllive Dofe, ina long and lavith Ufe of it; and laftly} of leaving. 
it off after a long.and lavifh>Ufe chdaebt Thefgs!Matters are 
Treated of for eight Chapters together, and then the Doétor 
goes:on to temaen of: ee a Che ued its noxieus;Part/(or 
Rofin) andy itis-aiPaiccea, a Heroick,.Gene- 
rous and ‘moft joribus Médacamentin« And there he tells us, that” 
he is: fully fatisfied)-that the ptwe Sal-Volatile-Oleofum of Opium, 
duly feparated:ftom. its anes ey eis bok is ‘the mined 
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pe that upon thefe Accounts; firft, becaufe Opivm has 
Other Principle init that fignifies-any thing as to its laudable . 
and noble Effects, but its Sal-Volatile-Oleofvm: Secondly, Becaufe- 
the Sa-Volasile. Oleofum, of Opium produces all its noble Effects; 
And thirdly, Becaufe the Sal-Volarile-Oleofium d uly feparated from 
its Rofinand other Principles produces no ill Efe in a moderate 
Dokk.|» Now to Elucidate and Corroborate this his Affertion, and 
bisReafonsfor ithe propofes:in the Sequel of this Treatife: (1.) - 
Fo lay down all the:requifite Qualifications of a compleat Puna~ 
cea a8 far. ‘as-he ‘caw Collectout. of the moft eminent’ Authors, 
and his own Confideration thereof: (2.) To enquire particularly 
as to each of the Qualifications, whether the Sal-Volatile-Oleofum 
of @pium,, is furnith;d therewith.:, And (3,)- To fhew how duly 
tose its,-Drofs,: Rofin, ce. fo.as to;leave.a Pure, .Siucere 
Sal-Ko es of Opium for Ufe... ). ~ 
_ But. we-hhall. not-enlarge upon thefe Heads, fuppofing we have. 
given, the- Reader. fufiicient hints of. the Author’s. Performance 
in what. -we have already. Exhibited to-him.. No doubt but fome, 
even of, the Faculty.of: Phyfick-it felf, will look upon thofe, New. 
Difcoveries of Opium as odd:and Extravagant. So did former- 
the,Girculation of the Blood, found out by Dr. Harvey, the. 
Circulation of the. Animal Spirits, the: TubeFalopiane, and other 
Difcoveries of the like Nature, feem wild and ftrange Notions to 
old Dons, till.after-Experience convine’d them of and recone 
pitt them, to. the Truth. of them, Whether the Myfteries of, 
Opium Reveal’d will meet with the fome turn, or-not, we muft 
leave itto Time to. Determine, andthe Dogers-te be Judges for 
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Euclidis lemicntetiens Sthei: Printet Sex, Item’ Undecinnns & 
‘ Duodecimus, ex -Verfione Federici ‘Commandini i in vfom Ju-. 
ventutis Academica, Oxoniz, ¢ Theatro’ Sheldonians, oc. 
i.e. Thé firSé Six, and the Eleventh and Twelfth Baoks of Euclide’s 
Elements, render’d into Latin by Federic Commandinus, | for the 
Ufe. of the Students of the Univer ity? Oxford)! Printed for HL. 
Clement, and Soldby T. Bennet in Pail’s Church-Yard, ee: 
$vo Pag. 228. | 


Velide’s' Elements: liave for’ mainly Ages together been held in: 
fo great Venéfation ‘and Efteem ‘by the Learned of all Na- 
tions, that they have ferv’d as a Foundation to fuccéeding Mathe- 
~ maticians, whereon to Ere& their Superftrudures from time to 
time. Hardly one that we know of ever attempted to contra- 
di& the Truth of the-Propofitions that. he has advanc’d ; but 
all in their feyeral Ways have endeavour’d to’ Iluftrate and De- 
monftrate them, and to draw Conclufions and Corollaries from 
them; and tomakefuch Additions to his Difcoveries, as necef- 
farily ‘flow from them, and may be prov’d bythem. ~ 
One great Inftance of ‘the Value which the Learned World-has 
thefe Elements is, their being Tranflated into fo many dif 
" ferent Languages, and bya great many different Hands, eaclrat- 
tempting to-fet them in as‘clear a Light as poflible, and thereby — 
to reid their Names the more Noted for being fo familiarly ac- 
quainted with Exclide. Among other Languages, the Latin has 
had a great fharein the Works of Euclides Tacquet, Defchalles, ' 
Clavie, our Learned Barrow, and others have / beftow’d their 
Pains -in Rendring and Demonftrating his Propofitions inthat . 
Tongue. 
ad But after all, the Editor of thefe Books of Enclide now before 
us, charges the foremention’d Authors with fome Defeéts,: and _ 
eould not therefore byt think it proper to Publith this Tranflation-. 
of Federic Commandinus, for the Ufe and Benefit of the Univerfi- 
ty Students as being more Adapted tothe Genius and Capacities, 
of Young Beginners in the Mathematicks, thanany other that has 
=_ as yet in the World.  ~ | ee 
ae, * 











We fhall juft take Notice of what the Editor charges upon thefe 
Authors (leaving the Perfons skill’d in that way to decide the 
Cafe) and then fhall add:a“Word or two concerning this Edition.” 

As to Tacquet and Defchalles, he obferves, that both of them 
have rejected and thrown out of their Books feveral nfefulPro- 
politions of Euclide as trifting and not to the pufpofe; fuch as, 
among the reft, are the 27th, 28th and 29th of the fixth Book, 
and feveral others, the ufe of which perhaps (faysthe Editor) 
they were wholly Ignorant of. Thenhe tells us, that they have 
wholly laid afide the Demonftrations of Exclide in the fifth Book, 
and have drawn up another Definition of Proportion conteivy’d 
in other Words, the Defects whereof he Expofes at large. 

As to Dr. Burrow, that famous Mathematician, he gives him 
his due Praife, and owns that he hasretain’d moft of the Schemes: 
and Demonftrations of Exclide, not omitting one fingle Propoli- 
tion ; but however he diflikes-the Do&tor’s Brevity, and the Al- 
gebraicalMethod us’d by him in his Demonftrations. which (fays. 
the Editor) are too Intricate and Knotty,. and above the reach of 
young Novices and Tyro’s in the Mathematicks. » 

Claviws, he fays, has render’d. Exclide more obfcure by his Pro- 
lixity than Barrow has by his Brevity ; and truly moft Men are 
Of Opinion that the Multiplicities of his Scholias and Commen-° 
taries have caft a Cloud upon fome of the plaineft and cleareft Pro- 
politions of Euclide; which did not ftand in-need of fo many; 
Remarks, but would appear more evident, by a fhorter and. 
plainer Demonftration. 3 ; 

’Tis upon thefe Accounts that the Editor. has here publifh’d 
the fix, and the eleventh and twelfth Books of Exclide’s Elements, - 
as they are Tranflated by Federic Commandinws. He has fent thefe 
into the World without the others, fince they are fufficient to 
give the Learners of the Mathematicks a Light into feveral Parts 
thereof, and ‘the reft are fomewhat more Intricate. Belides he. 

quaints us that ail Exclide’s Works will ina fhort time be Pub- 
. lifh’d. both in Greek and Latin at Oxford and ina very fair Character. - 
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S.Optati Afri Milevitani. Epifcopi De Schifmate Donatiftarum 
. Libri Septem, @e.] ive. The Seven Books of S. Optatus Bifhop. 
of Milevi in Africa *eoncerning the Schifm of the Donatilts, Col- 
lated with the ALanufcripts and former Editions, ‘and Correéted in a’ 
great many Places, To whichis'addedthe Hiftory of the Donatifts,’ 
with fome Records of Antiquity relating thereto, as alfothe Epifio~ 
pal. Geography.of Africa, By M.L.E. Du Pin, Doctor of the 
Sorbonne, Ge. Paris, Printed for A. Pralard 5700. in Fol. 


Book, the “Pext of Optatus has been, miferably Corrupted?” 

e firft is that of Azvenrz in the Year 1549, which has. 
as many Faults as Lines. Afterwards. Balduimus, publifh’d it, 
at Paris in the Year 1563. This Edition contains no.more than, 
fix Books, to& whicha while after was added a*feventh, and a 
New Edition was Publifh’d 1569, revis’d by a lpeinupars 
Phe Edition of Alba/pineus in 1631.18 as Uncorredt.as any of the. 
former. That which Aferic Cafanbon publifh’d at London the fame, 
Year, was not done from any Manufcript, and the Amend- 
ments he hasmade in feveral places, are done at Random and _by, 
Goes. Philippus Priorixs, made anew Impreflion.of Opratus, but. 
was fo far from reftoring the Text, that he faffer’d more Faults . 
to creep listo it.’ it was therefore to be wifh'd that fome one, 
would have undertaken a new and:more Correct Edition of this 
Wfeful and: Important Treatife, and at laft AZ Du Pin has.done, 
ity with’ all ‘the Care and Aiccuracy, imaginable. He met with, 
four Altcient Mansa by which he has Revis'd the Textof 
Opratn:,eand reftor'd itin a great many Places, He has amended, 
feveral Errors, Rang’d: feveral Paffages. in their proper Placé,, 
fupplied feVeral whole Periods that were left out, and cutoff the 
Interpolations. In fhort, one may now aver that the Text of Op- 
tarusis at-prefent Correét and Entire. At the bottom of each 
Page he has put down the various LeGtions, whereby it appears. 
after what. manner he has Correéted the Miitakes, and how fome 
Places which were Nonfenfe before, arereduc’d totheir Genuine 
Meaning. He has likewife divided the Textinta diftin& Para- 
gtaphs, with the Arguments of each, noted in theMargine. = 


Lr allthe Editions which have hitherté. been made of this 
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The-Notes which he has fet at the bottonrof the Pages are few 
and fhott, but Learned and Neceffiryjeand at theEnd of the 
Book are the Notes of Balduinus, Albafpineni, Cafanbon, Barthins, 
and others. \ Next to thefe Notes follow the Ancient Records 
which relate to the Hiltory of the Donatifs ; Compreheading 
all the Canons of Councils and Epifcopal Conferences, the!Let- 
ters of Bifhops, the Edits of !Emperors, the Proconfiilar Deeds, 
and the Acts of Martyrs relating to that Subjeé, all digeltedin 
a Chronological Order from the very ‘beginning: to’ the time of 
S: Gregory the Great. : 

Nor is this all that Dz Piahas done, but before Opratus he has 
prefixt two confiderable Treaties, one is the Aiftoryof the Donas 
tiffs, and the other is 4 Sacred Geography of Africa, witha New 
Map thereof. Of each of thefe we think proper to -give the 
World an Extra&, after wehavefaid a Word or two of what-le 
has deliver’d in his Preface to the whole. i 

This Preface is divided into three Parts; the firft contains the 
Life of Optatus, the fecond treats of his Books, and the third of 
this New Edition of them. Weknow bur very.little of Optarus, 
only that he was of Africa, and Bifhop of Adiled.;° The time 
wherein he flourifh’d is taken notice of in his Works ; for there 
he fays, that he wrote upwards of fixty Years after the Perfecu- 
tion of Diocletian, which endedin the Welt Ann. 355. From | 
hence it is eafie to infer that he liv’d about! the Year 370. He 
makes mention of Photinus who died in the Year 376, as.of a 
Heretick that was ftill alive. Si‘Ferome: fays, that+he,wrote in 
the time of Valentinian and Valens Emperors, and. confequently 
between the Years 372, and 375. ° The Nameoof \Siricins to be 
met within the Catalogue of the'Bithops of Rome, would induce 
one to believe that he wrote a great deal later, Sricius-was not 
advanc’d’ to the Roman See till'784.° Bat M. Du Pir proves that - 
Optatus added the Name of this Pope after he had fingfh’d: his~. 
Work, as well as the Names of two’ ee ees 3 
and from hence Concludes that he liv’d to the Po eof Si- 
riciut. The Year of his Death. is unknown: S. Jerome and S. 
Anftin cite this Author with high Commendations, and Falgentins 
calls him-$. Opratus. » However his Nameis not in omy. 


‘i in that of Perer de Natalibus, where he is tt 
except in that of Perer tus Bithop of Auxerre, Bas 


31 of Axgust the fame day with Opear | 
ronins ‘ar difcover’d this Miftake, has referr’d the latter to tbe 


bait: sinion that Opratus of Adilevi de- 
3! of August, bout being of Opinion that Opr eva 
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ferv’d a Place among the Saints, -he ‘has Affign’d for him the 4th 
of June; but without any Foundation. Let this be.as it will, we 
are {gnorant of the Day of his Death, and'there is not any Gharch 
or Altar erefted to his Memory. _ : a 

The Books of Optatus afford M. Du Pin anvoccafion of -enlarg- 
ing himfelf farther. They were written-againft Parmtenianua 
Donatift Bifhop of Carthaze, who fucceeded Domatus about the 
Year 355. The book of Parmenianus refuted by Optatus is not 
the fame with that againft which S. Aaffin Wrote. -- — 

It was a Controverted Point among the Criticks- whether the 
féventh Book of Optatus werehis Or not. But’ now ’tis put be- 
yond Difpute; for M. Da Pin fhews that what is faid in that 
Book to Extenuate the Criine of the Traditores, is not to be met 
with in'any Manufcript, and confequently is Suppofititious; and — 
thatthe reft make not a diftin& Book, but are only Additions to 
fome of the former Books. And this Solves al] Difficulties with — 
refpe to this Matter. After this M. Du Pin fhews the Ufeful- 
refs of the Books of Opratus, and gives usa Summary of. his 
- Doétrine: He applauds his Style, and difcovers its Character, 
and exeufes. his Allegorical Interpretation of fome Paflages of 
Scripture. edge | a <h. , Sages te a : 
_- ‘Laftly, he givesan Account of this Edition, and the Care he \ 
thas us’d. therein ;~and to the Preface. has fubjoyn’d the Teftumo- 

nies of the Ancients conceraing the Life and Writings of Op- 
taté. 5 ag Gt? io iy peas 

Miiving thus accounted for what is contain’d in Dw Pin’s Pre- 
face to the Works of Optaru:, we fhall now proceed:to give you 
the Extract of his two Differtations ; beginning with that of his 
Hiltory of the Donatiffs, wherein we meet with the following 
Roentatkssiyj tye ree net tet ce, | Sehr alee 
_. Africawas.not fo Happy as to receive the Light of the Gofpel 
- as Tranfimitted immediately from the Apoftles themfelves, buta 
Century after the Birth of efus Chris? , and tis doubtlefs to the 
Roman that it owes the firft Planting of the Chrs/tian Faith, of 
_which there became many Profeflors, tho’ Rerfecutions from 
time to time fwept away a great many of them. | The African 
Church feems to have increafed: every day by. the Torments and 
- Suflerings of Chriftians, fo true was that Saying of. Tertulsan'to 
the. Pagans‘in behalf of the African Chriftians; The you Mow us 
down, yet we become frill: more Numerous, and tht Blood of the Adar- 
tyrs 2s the Seed which produceth Chrifiians, \ Cre ie aA 
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- The Perfecution of Djseletiaz and Aaximian was the fierceft of 
any both in Africa and all the other Provinces of the Empire. 
Anidinws in the Proconfular Province, and Flerus in Numidia, did 
all they could to pervert the Chriftians. One of the Principal 
Methods made ufé of by the Magiltrates to Corrupt the Chri- 
ftians, was to demand of them thedelivering up of their Bibles, 
the confecrated Veflels, and othcr Ornaments belonging to the 
Church. They who deliver’d them up were calfd Traditors. 
Some others running to the oppofite Extreme, declar’d Publick- 
Ty that they had indeed Bibles, but would never part with them. 
Others more Religious than the former, and more Prudent than 
thelatter, hid their Bibles, without Declariag that they had any, 
and when they were taken and examin’d about it, chofe rather to - 
die than todeliverthemup. Adenfuriu Arch-Bifhop of Carthage 
was one of thofe that obferv’d this Policy, for he hid the Bibles, 
and inftead of them put the Books of Hereticksin the Church 
which.the Perfecutors carry’d off as Holy Books. The Primate of 
Numidia Secundys Bifhop.of Tigifis, boafted that he was more Ge- 
nerous, in declaring that.he had the Sacred Books, and would not 
part with them, but Purpurius of Limata ObjeGed again him, 
that he got clear only by delivering upthofe Books, orat leaft by 
ordering fuch a thing to be done. Pax! Bifhop of Grtha, and 
his Deacon Ss/vanus deliver’d up the Books and Ornaments. The 
Confeflors of Abitina being, brought Prifoners to Carthage, Men- 
furius order’d his Arch-deacon Cacilian to prevent the Chriftians 


from going in Crowds-to the Prifon, for fear it fhould exafperate 
the Heathens -againft them. Hence doubtlefs arofe the Calumay 
wich the Donatifts afterwards caft upon Cecilian, as if he hinder’d 

the carrying any thing for the Martyrs who were in Prifon to Eat - 
or Drink. . They accus'd Felix of Aptungis who Ordain’d Cacili~ 
an, of having deliver’d the Holy Books to the et But he 
was deredaiecsstteck this Falfe Accufation, and it was found 

that Jugentius had Forged a Letter from the Magiltrateot <Aptun- 

sto make the thing more probable, being incens’d againft Felix 

or having a be see the Hibhep - yee a 

erfecution being alittle a ten or twelve Bifhops: 
bi income 7A: ufe of Urban Donatus, March.5. 


umidia met at Cirtha in the Ho . da 
2 : tesihe of Tigifis Primate of Numidia Prefided at this Sy- 
se of the Bifhops of having been Traditors, 
bu 





Accus’d moft 
epaite "th nhimia 


reiving that they were about to Recriminate u 
< let the Matter pa referr’d the Judgment of 
, aes | : 


them 

















690 SThe nooks of the Leanwen, 


them to God, and permitted them to fit as Judges in the Coun- 
cil. Afterwards they Ordain’d Silvanw,-who had been a Tradi- 
tor, Bifhop of Cirtha in the room of Paul, Maugre all the Oppo- 
fition made by the Clergy and Perfons of Note ‘in the City to the 
contrary. _ | 
Tho’ Menfurius of Carthage and Secundus of Tigifs did not agree 
very well together ; yet no open Schifm broke out between 
them, whilft AZenfuriu liv’d: But after his Death the Ordina- 
nation of A/ajorinus whom the Bifhops of Numidia fet up againft 
Cacilian who had.been Ordait’d Bifhop of Carthage before,  divi- 
. ded firft of all the Church of, that City, and after that all the 
Churches of Africa. Optatusin a very Elegant manner defcribes 
the Caufes and Origine of that Schifm. Lucilla great Iady, 
was Incens’d againft Cecilian, becaufe he had Reprov’d her for 
Kiffing every Morning the Bones-of a pretended Martyr, even 
before fhe receiv’d the Spiritual Bread and Wine of the Eucha- 
rift. A Dean nam’d Felix, was Accus’d of Writing a Defama- 
tory Libel againft the Emperor, and fent for tg Court... He ab- 
{conding, AZenfurius receiv’d Orders either to fend the Deacon, 
or to come himfelf? At his Departure, he left the Gold and Sil- 
ver Veflels of the Church of Carthage in truft with fome old‘Men, - 
_ having firft-taken an Inventory of. them which he lodg’d:in an 
Old Woman’s Hands to be deliver’d up to his Succeflor, in cafe 
he fhould die in his Journey, as it afterwards happei’d. \Botrus 
and Celeftivs two Men of large Eftates, being defirous to be Or- 
dain’d Bifhops of Carthage, affembled the Neighbouring Bifhops 
of the City, without calling thofe of Numidia, fuppofing there-_ 
by to attain their End the more eafily; but they were. miftaken 
intheir Aim. Cecilian was Elected by the Peopleand Ordain’d 
by Felix Bifhop of .Aptunges. The Inventory of the Veffels.and 
Ornaments belonging to the Church of Carthage was put into his 
Hands. The Old Men who had Embezzel’d them, for fear of be- 
ing conftrain’d to a Reftitution, feparated from the Communion 
of Cecilian. Botrus and Celeftius diffatisfied ati his being, preferr’d 
before them, did the fame thing. “Lucilla Cacilian’sEnemy fepa- 
rated from him with: all that depended upon her. . Thus, ‘faith 
this Schifi was begun by the Paflion of :a. Woman, — 


Optatus, . . 
d by the Ambition of two Perfons, and confirm’d by the 


nourth 


Avarice of thefe two Old Men. All this happen’d after Peace 
was reftor’d to the African Church by the Orders of Adaxentius, 
hee : : Le oR 
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viz. Inthe Year 311. -Mexentivs not beconting Mafter of Af 
rica, till after the Death of Maximian, inthe Year 310. 
« Secnndus of Tigifis Primate. of ‘Numidia came forthwith to 
Carthage, with 70 Bifhops of Nimsdia, amon g whom were feveral 
Traditor', fuppofing At to be reafonable for one Primate to be Or- 
dain’d by another Primate. But finding that Cecil’an was Or- 
dain’d and Acknowledg’d by all the Clergy and Laity, Excep- 
ting the Perfons above-mention’d, they could not get Admittance 
into the Church, and therefore betook themfelves to the Ene- 
mies of Cecilian, who receiv’d them with open Arms.  Thefe 
Bifhops being met in a Private Houfe, cited Cecilian, Condemn’d 
him tho’ Abfent, and Ordain’d Afajorinus a Domeftick of Lucilla’ 
Bifhop ‘of Carthage, at the Inftance of that Woman who Brib’d 
them into that Choice. They Hfu’d forth a Synodal Letter a- 
ainft Cecilian. But in Spight of their Sentence, Cecilian re- 
main’d in the Pofleffion of his See, aud held Communion with all 
other-Churches. The Emperor Conftantine having. writ to him 
_as Lawful Bifhop of Carthage, thofe of . Majorinus’s Party pre- 
ferr’d a Remonftrance to that Emperor which they putinto the 
Hands of -Avalinus Proconful of Africa, wherein they charg’d 
Cecilian with feveral Crimes, and in another Petition deliver’d at — 
the fame time defir’d that he would be pleas’d to Affign fome Gal- 
lic Bifhopsto be the Judges of their Caufe. The Emperor upon 
the receit of thofe Petitions, nominated A4arinus of Arles, Re- 
ticius of Autun and Maternus of Cologne to determine this Matter 
in Conjunction with Pope AGiltiades. Thefe Arbitrators met at 
Rome, where they held a Synod with fifteen Bifhops of Jta/y in 
the Year 313, in Offober, wherein they enquir’d into the Caufe . 
of Cacilian. The Bufinefs took up three days. On of the firft’ 
nothing ‘was decided ‘with refpe& to Cecilian, becaufe his Adver- 
faries did not produce their Witnefles, but only promis’d to do 
it.” ‘As for Donatus of Cafe nigra, or Calama, he was Convicted of 
having begun a Schifm at Carthage, whilft Cecilan was Arch-dea- 
con, of having Re-baptiz’d, and laid his Hands again upon the 
Bifhops who had Relaps’d. On the Second they took into Confi- 
deration what related'to the Synod ofthe feventy Bifhops of Numi- . 
dia,and what they had to alledge againft the Ordination of Cecilian. 
faftly, of the third day Cecilian was declar’d Innocent, and Donatus 


unanimoufly Condémn’d: by the Judges. No Sentence was pafs’d 

py the reft of the Bifhops, and they a noite ~s ee a 
ejr Dignitic ided they would embrace Unity,:fo that ia 
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Places where there were two Bifhops,one favouring A4zjorinus, the 
other Cecilian,he who was firft ordain’d fhould remain in Pofleffion. 

The Donatifts would by no means acquiefce in this Decifion, 
and therefore applied themfelves again to Conffantine defiring 
he would give them another Hearing. The Emperor order’d 
the Caufe to be Heard before the Proconful of Africa, whereby 
it {till appear’d from the Depofition of Witnefles that Cecilian 
was clear of the Crime they charg’d him with. He afterwards 
calil’d a Council at Arles, inthe Year 314, confifting as M. Dx: 
Pin fhews of 34 Bifhopsor thereabouts. The Accus’d, and Ac-. 
. cufers were there Heard, and the Decree of the Council of 
Rome confirm’d. The Donatifts till appeal’d from this Sentence 
to the Emperor, who was offended at their Obftinacy, and refus’d 
at firft to take any Cognizance of the Matter; but at laft over- 
eome with their Importunities and to reftore Peace to the Church,” 
he declar’d himfelf, acquitting Cecilian, and Condemning the Do- 
narifts as Caluraniators. oes 

Upon the Death of A4ajorinus, Donatus of Carthage, not the 
fame with him of Calama, Succeeded him, and became the Head 
of the Faétion, which from him deriv’d the Name of Donatifts. 
The Emperor Conftantine Publifh’d very fevere Edicts againft them, 
but afterwards abated of his-Rigour. The Donarists fentfeve- 
ral Perfons to Rome to procure Bifhops from thence. Thofe Bi- 
fhops belong’d to no Church, and met undera Mountain. All 
the Succeflors of ConStantine, except Fulian the Apoftate, en- 
ated Laws againft the Dovatists, and curb’d the Infolency of 
their Circumecellians by feveral Officers. Leontins, Urfacins, Paul 
and Macarius, are thofe who fignaliz’d themfelves againft them. 
The Se& of the Donatists was divided into two Parties, viz. the 
Masximianists, and the Primiansis. §S. AuguStine Wrote againft 
this Se&@ for along time with great Succefs; and the fatal Blow 
was given them by the Conference held at Carthage in the Year 
414. which was follow’d by feveral Imperial Edi&ts againft them. 
Whilft the Vandals Ravag’d thofe Parts, they underwent the 
fame Fate with the Catholicks. However there were ftill fome 
- Remains of this Se&t down to the time of Gregory the Great, 
Thus much may ferve for the Hiftory of the Domarifis, 

Fo this M: Du Pim has annex’da Sacred Geography of Africa, 
or an Account of the Bifhops of that Country. °Tis a Part of 
the World where the Bifhopricks have have been moft mumerous, 
and yet their Sees are as little known. M. Dw Pin following the 
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Footiteps of Paul, Holftenius, Baluzius and Ruinart in order to 
the fetting. of this Matter ina clear Light, has Treated of it 
with all the Accuracy imaginable.’ It were to be wifh’d that he 
would undertake to Treat after the fame manner of the other 
Parts of the World: For then we fhould havea Sacred Geogra- 
phy more Perfect and Exaé than that of Qharles de S. Paul. 

M. Du Pin begins with a general Defcription of Africa, which 
Name is take in three Senfes: (1.) Firft, for a third Part of the 


. World porated from Afia by the Ifthmus or by the Heads of. 
u 


Wile, and furrounded on all fides by the Sea: (2.) For that which 
was call’d the Diocefs of Africa diftin& from Egypt; And (3.) 
For the fingle Proconfalar Province of which Carthage was the 
Metropolis. “We fhall not trouble our Reader with the other Di- 
vifions of Africa mention’d by Da Pin, ’tis enough to obferve 
that the Chriftian Church always follow’d the fame Divifion, 
which the Civil State allow’d of. . Each Province among the 
Chriftians had its Primate, (for fo the Metropolicans were call’d 
in Africa) and this Dignity was not annexed as every where 
elfe it is, to the Metropolitan City, but to the moft ancient Bi-. 
fhoprick, the Eldeft Bifhop of the Province being Primate. Ik 
Du Pin proves this by fo many Inftances as render it Indifputable. 
Out of this general Rule muft be excepted the Bifhop of Carthage, 
who was not only the fix’d and ftated Primate of the Proconfular 
Province, bit a fort of a Patriarch of alk Africa, over which he 
Qo _certain Privileges and Prerogatives, anda peculiar Jurif- 
iGtion. | . 

M. Du Pin defcribes the Extent, and fets down the Boundaries 
of thofe Provinces, which were very Fertile and Populous. In 
thefe Provinces were agreat many Bifhopricks, being not only 
Erected in Cities of Note, but even in {mall Towns, Villages 
and Caftles, It S. Cyprian’s time there met in a Synod of the Pro- 
confular Province and of Numidia feventy Bifhops upon the 
Point of Re-baptizing.. Undet Donatus S. Cyprian’s Predeceflor, 

Privatus an Heretick was Condemn’d in a Council of Ninety Bi- 
fhops. In the Carthaginian Conference are reckon’d 470 Bifhops 
in Africa, and 458: in the Account of thofe Bifhops that,were 
Banith’d by Hummeric. After Justinian had recover’d Africa from 





the Vandals, the Church was Re-eftablifh’d there upon its Ancient . 


Foundation, and the Bifhops were very numerous, fince in the 
two Letters recited in the Lateraw Council under Pope Martin I. 


there are the Sub{cription’ of 69 Bifhops of the Proconfular hg 
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vince, and of 46 of Bizaceme Province. But when the Sarazens 
dad Expell’d the Romans-out of. Africa, the Church there was re-' 
duc’d to fo Miferable a\Céndition, that in the-time of Gregory 
Vill there were not threeé:Bifhops ‘in all Africa, ~ | \\ 
But to return tothe*more Happy Times of the A/ricanChurch, 
M. Du Pix has found out the Namesof 690 Bifhopricks of Africa ; 
78 of which he Affigns not the Province to which they belorig’d, 
but 257 are taken notice Of in. the:Map.~ In his Notes ‘he ‘has- 
obferv’d feveral Miftakes of ‘Charles de Saint'Paul, and other Geo- 
graphers: And before his ACCount  he*has ptefix’d a Deferipti- 
on of the Ancient’ City. of Carthage, which is at prefent wholly 
ruinated, and gives us the Hiftory of the Bifhops that Govern’d 
in that City. spe 
The Map of M. de?’ Jie which is here added, is very’ exact. 

Therein Africa is reprefented according to the lateft Obfervati- 
ons, and the Ancient Divifion. of the Provinces is {till obferv’d. 
The Epifcopal Cities, the Scituation of -which-is unknown, are 
fecdown. The chief Cities are there in large Characters, and. 
the Places where the Councils were held are Mark’d by an Afte- 
risk. . Upon the whole M. de? J/le has usd all the Care imagina- 
ble to render this Map as Compleatand as Exact as Poflible. 
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Hiftoria Ptolemzorum Agypti Regum Ad fidem Numifmatum 
. Accommodata, per. J: Vaillant Bellov..D.M.&'S. Ducis ‘Ce- 
nom. Antiquarium, @c.] i.e. The Hiftory of the Prolemeys. 
Kings of Egypt, &c. By J. Vaillant D.AL and | Antiquary, Kc. 
Amfterdam. Printed -by ;G. Gallet forythe Huguetants.. 1701- 

., Me Fabio. Pagy aids: i sam oved? od ae wer eal ens te 
He World is already indebted to:M. Vaillant for the Hiftory 
. he Publifh’d about Twenty Years.ago of the Kings of Sy-_ 
ria, Golleéted. chiefly from the Medals of thofe Kings. That 
Treatife met with fo favourable a Reception, that-our Antiquary, 
according 'to'the Promifé then made, fet‘upon the Hiftory. of the 
Egypridn :Kingsy butimet-with fuch Difficulties.in the Underta~ 
king,' and waeted thofevHelps:and Affiftancés which he: ‘had in 
the other, that itwesdelay’d fo. long. ’ere nomlbie Sane 
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: oi confines-himfelf to thofe. Kings only who Reign’d in Eyype 
pe er the Name of Prolemey, from the Death of Alexander the 
poe. to the Death of Cleopatra, atter which €gypt became a 
Koman Proviice. After the Life of each King he prefents us 
_ ‘with am Account of. their Medals, dnd the Explication of them, 
| and to the whole :has added, «Acyptus. Numifmatica ex Impera- 
toribus Romanis Defumpta Ordine Alphabetico, that is, Egypt defcri- 
poh HA its Adedals as taken from the Roman Emperors, rang’ a Alphebe- 

After this general View of the Author’s Performance, we 
think it not amif§ ‘to give you:a farther Extract of what he de- 
_ livers concerning thofe Prolemeys. 

He begins ‘with Prolemey Sir-nam’d Soter, the firft. King of E- 
Sypt after the Death of Alexander, who Reign’d about 40 Years. 
Of this King he obferves, that he was the fuppos’d Son of Lagus 
an Obfcure Afacedonian, to whom King Philip Married Arfinoe, 
after he had got her with Child of this Prolemey: That he was in 
great Efteem with Philip during his Life, andupon his Death was 
as highly Favour’d by his Succeflor. During the Expedition 
which Alexander carry’d on againft Darius the Perfian, this Com- 
mander Signaliz’d himfelf in feveral Rencounters, and particular- 
ly in that dangerous: Paflage made over the Granicum, when the 
Perfians Army was Defeated. He was difpatch’d by Alexander 
upon feveral Enterprizes,” and conftantly return’d back with 
great Satisfaction to the Conqueror... When Alexander in. the 
height of all his Glory, inthe very Heart and Centre of his 
., Conquefts, was takenoff by an immature Death ; Having left no 

Heir, and ‘declar’d'no Body for his Succeflor, great Contelts a- 
rofe about the Succeffion. + But at laft'the Commanders canton’d 
his Conquefts among themfelves, and out of one madefour Mo- 
-marchies ; Prolemey had Egypt for his Share 3 Seleucus Reign’d at 

Babylon and in Syria; Caffander became Mafter of Greece and Ma- 
cedonia;, and Antigonus Rul’d over Afia Minor. Upon this Parti- 
tion began the Reign of the Lagida or Prolemeys 10 cy t, in the 
114th Olympiad, ca 432 Years before.the Building of Xerme, ac-. 
cording to Vaillant’s Calculation. After this our Author goes 
on to inform us of the Deportment of Prolemey whilft he'was 
. King, how Kind and Indulgent he was to his Subjects, what care 
_ che took to maintain an’<Alliance with the Neighbouring Princes, 
"what difturbances he met‘ with in hisGovernment, and how he 
weather’d out all the Storms thatthreataed him from Cofade 
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He was Succeeded by Prolemey phus, his! 
who Reign’d 40 Years; two before, aad 38.after 
Death. And here Mr. Fraillantin” ato le 
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larging of his Territories, He ikewif el ow 
vourer he was of: Learned Men, : 
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by Softbius ‘Crafty and Subtile, but Wicked. Minilker of State 3 

and to fpeak the Truth: this Man was hs a oa Egyp 
Prolemey. ‘For! Philopirer lov’d his Eafe too well co intermeddle 
much with the Affairs of the Government, giving the Reins up 
wholly into the Hands of Soffbins, who carti’dall ¢him, and 
manag’d every thing both at Home.and Abroad at his Pleafare. 
Not 7 4 the Court, buteven the Souldiery follow’d the Kiag 
in tus folt way of living,.and fo Degenerated: from their Ancient 
Bravery.. Philopator-was not only: very Gruel_ in his.Ufage to- 
‘wards the Fews, but was Barbarous and Inhumane towards thofe 
‘of his. own Family: As he began his Reiga with~the Murder of 
his Mother and Brother, fo he.ended it with that of. his Wife. 
‘From ail this it is very plain, no favourable Charatter can be given 
of him. “ He was ays Polybius) the moft. Impure, - Sottith, 


““Foolith and Cruél Prince that ever liv’d.; he {pent his time at 


“ Taverus, Stews, and in Gaming, and left the Care of the Go- 
“vernment for which he had no Capacity, firft to Sofibime, and 


“after him: to Agathocles,” This’ Agathocles, was Brother. toa, 
‘MifbrefS: of Philopator’s Nam’d Agathoclea, and by both their In- 
‘ftigations:it was that he put his Wife Arfinoe to Death, becaufe 
“fhe often: Upbraided him with the Lewd Practices that pals’d be- 
‘twixt Agathocles and him. The oaly good Quality this King -was 
«Matter of,. was his Love to Poetry, in which he fo far Delighted, 


. Poets. 


that he Ereéted a Temple in Honor of Aemer, the Prince. of 
ipbanes, an-Orphan of four 





a: After Philopator’s Death, his Son E 


: o P 7 
: Nears Old Succeeded him, who nae A under the Care of Aga- 
| Agathocles 


_ sthoeles-Guring his Minority, and Reign’ 
~ during his Regency manag’d Affairs fo Iil,. 


24 Years. 
that it irritated the 


again him. He difpos’d of all. Offices of Truft to his 






"Friends, tadalg’d.bimfelt In his Pleafares, and lead a Loofe and 


Incens’d,. that 


« Effeminate Life. At lait the People were fo far Incens’c 
» they rofe opin Arms; Demandedtheir King, and put Agathocles 


- 46 Death. They were now withouta Tutor or Govérnour for 
red | to delire the Senate 


-stheir young Prince,and therefore fent to Rome,to 

. ‘there toappoint one. During the Minority Bg ta ee 

. were ri pt by Antiochus ey 0 9 and Phi P 
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"of Macedan, ba -Prolemey. being, aflilted by the Romans, 

nder’d the Defigns of thofe Kings abe hess farther ge 
apes Reign MJ aillant informs us of the greatt ical 
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Celofyria, and cafting féveral Bridges over the RiverSof that Pro- 
vince. At length this Young Princelwas drawn afide by:Parafites,. 
turn’d Cruél to his Subjeés), and ‘was Poyfon’d by Yomeof his 
Commanders. | : WE) A OAT AIG door, 
Next to him came his Sen Prolemey, Sir-nanrd’ Philometor, & Mi- 
nor left under the Tutelage of Cleopatra his: Mother. but upon 
her Deaththe Eunuch Ewlaims and Letauswere:noiminated his:Go- 
vernors., They endeavoured to-recover Calofyiiatrom Aatiochus, 
but were prevented ‘inthéir Detiza> by thatPrince:\ Philometéy 
in the fourteenth Year of ‘his: Age took upon ‘himfelf the Admi- 
niftration of the Government, and! was Proclaim’d King. 4 He 
Reign’d upwards of 34 Years, and Diced oft Wounds:he had 
receiv'd by a fall off his Horfe in that Battle wherein’ he Conquer’ 
Alexander Balas King of Syria: VER) BSW. oe pd So 
_ The feventh of the Prolemeys who Reign’ din Egypt, was Ewer- 





Orkhs OC tHe Lis: 


getes IE. Sir-nam’d Phy/con, who’ Govern’d that State about 2 


Years.. He as well as his Predeceflor Afceinded the Throne thro’ 
Steps of Blood: For when he heard of his\Brother:Philometor’s 
Death, ‘he fent to Alexandria defiring' to be the Young Prince his 


Nephew’s Guardian; but was deny’d by ‘Cleopatna::the Queen 


Mother, and ‘the reft of the Minifters of State... Hereupon he 
Rais’d an Army, Invaded Egypt, and. Befieg’d Alexandria, but 
the Bufinefs was Compromis’d, and. it was agree’d that he fhould 
Marry Cleopatra and be the Governour of the Young, Prince. 
Upon his Entring into Alexandriahe Order’d all the Favourers of 
the Prince to be put to Death ; and. on his Wedding Day in the 
midit of all the Solemnity he Barbaroufly Murder’d the Infantin. 
his Mothers Arms. The reft of his Reign was no milder than 
this beginning, for -befides Repudiating Cleopatra and Marrying 
another, he turn’d his Cruelty againft thofewho tad call'd him 
into the Government. His whole Reign: was Fierce.and Tyran- 
nical, and he was no lef$ Deformed in his Mind than chewas in 
his Body. He not only offer’d Violence to Cleopatra’s Son which 
the had by Philomeror, but ‘Butcher’d: one that he had»by her 
himfelf. In fhort it appears from the Account given by Vaillant, 
that this Prince was wholly given up to: Lewdnefs.and.Cruelty 5 
and tho” as fome fay he was a Manof Parts and Learning, yet he 
acted contrary to-that Knowledge, and evenagain{t: the mere: 
Light of Nature. | 
"His Son: Prolemey, Sir-nam’d Soter Il.. Succeeded him, «and 


 Beigu’d feventeen. Years; ten.before his Brother Alexander, and: 


feyen. . 
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feven after his Death. For ’tis to be noted that upon Soter’s Mit 
management of Affairs he was forc’d to quit Alexandria, and 
fled to Cyprees. His Brother Alexander was made King if his room, 
and Reign’d about nineteen Years, after whofe Death the Mlexan- 
drians recall’ Sorer,. who ‘Govern’d feven Years; when he Died 
and left his Daughter Beremite to Succeed him. > : 

Thus have we givenyou. the Summary of what M) Valiant has 
Exhibitedsto us.concertiing nineof the Piolehseys, we {ould pro- 
ceed to the reft, wiz. Prolemey X. Sit-nam’d Alexander the Second ; 
Prolemey,X1,;Sit-uamd Auletes ; Prolemey XU. Sir-nam’d Dionyfius, 
Prolemey XIU. Sir-nam’d Junior, and Cleopatra. with whom, the 
Egyptian Monarchy. fell; _But-this'would carryus too far, and’we 
fuppofe. by the jiints already. given,, a fufficient; Tafte is given of 
this Treatifé..... , . | | 
_ ¢- Tis, to be obferv’d that. there.is.allalong. inferted:in this Ac- 
count.ofthe. Prolemeys, the Hiftory ‘of; feveral, other. Matters, 
relating to other Countries befides, Egypt, but, fuch.as hayea-na- 
tural: Dependaace. upom)the Affairs, of; that State... He;has like- 
wile made-ufe pf, the Teftimony of; the Ancigats.with relpe&'to 
the Prolemeys, whom he has, markid in-the,Margine withthe Pla-: 
cesof their’ Works from whence.it was'taken,.. -Before.the.whole 
he-has.. prefix’d.a Lift ot, thofe-,Princes,, a. Gemealogical-Table of 
them, and a Chronological, Table. wherein is briefly fet dowa the 
moft Remarkable Occurrences in-each Year,of theig Reigns. 

_ After the Hikoryjof; each ; Prince, jas-was hinted before; come 
all the ‘Medals. of that »Prince, ,which.M. Vaillant could light of 5 
and for the greater.exaéinefs he has conftantly takennotice whofe, 
Medals they werey when;hecfaw, thepyand from whenge he Copy’d, 
them.;,, He -hasangexed yeryaccurate, Exphicationsto thofe Me- 
dals, aad Some, of; the, diftgule places he has eadeavour’d to clear 
up with Jagenious and, Learned.ConjeGures, He,does not indeed: 
acconnt forsall the Medals of AZark, Anthony, which were-ftruck in) 
Egypt, during, his Refidence there, fince they have but little Re- 
lation.to, the. Hiftory, of that Country. she jee bin 
us thofe, on which were ftamprd.che Image of Gleeparra and of that 
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A Difcourfe on the Great Duty of Mortification, By the Right Reve- 
rend Eziekiel Hopkins late Lord Bifbop.of London-derry. Ne- 
ver before Publifh'd: London, Printed by.W. B. for. }. Robinfon, 
A. and J. Churchill, J. Taylor, and J. Wyat. 8va. pag. 152. 


HE Learned Prelate under whofe Name this Difcourfe ap- 
pears, was a great Ornament and fupport to the Chrifti- 
an Church ; and the Difcourfes he preach’d upon feveral Occafi-- 
ons and upon different Subjeas (all of which are lately reprinted - 
in Folio) thew what a Knowledge he had in the deepeft Myfte-- 
ries of our Holy Religion, how well he could handle any Subject 
and reduce it into a Pra&ical Difcourfe, and at the fame time win 
upon the Hearts, and fteal into the Affections of his Auditors. 
“This Piece of his now before'us was it feems never before Pub-- 
lifi'd, and we are affured by the Editors Advertifement, that it 
is truly his, and not father’d upon him for any bafe Ends. It 
came but late to our hands, however we cannot forbear faying 
fomething concerning it; which account we are forc’d to contract 
iato a narrow Compafs, and is as follows. ‘ 

It isa Difcourfe then, on thé great Duty of Mortification, om 
thefe Words of the Apoftle, Rom. viii. 13. Tf ‘ye live after, the 
Flefh, ye thall die; but if ye through’ the Spirit do mortifie the 
deeds of the Body, ye fhall live. After he hath open’d and ex- . 
—_ the Words, he fays that four Doctrinal Propofitions may 

drawn from them. But heinfifts in this Difcourfe only on 
the third of them, taken from the Perfons on whom this Duty of 
Mortification is prefs’d, viz.-That Believers themfelves who are 
freed from the Reigning Power of Sin, have ee continual Need 
to mortifie the- Inherent Remainders of ‘it. che proceeds 


on this Argument, he lays down this for a general Principle, 
That all Mortification is the Weakning: of Sin in-refpe& of fome: 
Strength and Power, that it had formerly over the Soul; and 
then tells usthat there is a threefold Power obfervable in Sin: (1.) 
Its damning and condemntoary Power, whereby it makes the Soul 
liable to Wrath. (2.) Its ruling and reigning Power whereby it 
keeps the Soul-under a wretched Slavery and Vaflalage. a 
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(3.) Its m-dwelling and Captivating Power, whereby thro’ its 
continual A faults ic ofteatimes*breaks in upon a Chriftian, beats 
him frem his Defence, batters his Spiritual Armour, routs his 


Graces, watts his Confcience, and at laft leads him intoa Wofal, . 
and it may bea long Captivity. According to this threefold Pow- 
er, the Bifhop diitinguifhes of a threefold Mortification of Sin. 

Atter thefe things Premis’d, he proceeds to fhew the Neceflity. 
of Mortification, which he doesfrom feveral Cogent and Power- 
ful Arguments too long to be here inferted. Then in explainia 
the Nature of this fo Neceflary a Duty of Mortification,: he fir 
tells us Negatively wherein it does not, and fecondly, Pofitively 
wherein it does confift. 

As to the firft of thefe he fays: (1.) That Mortification is 
not the utter Extirpation of Sin in the Soul: (2.) That aharh : 
Severity and Rigour us'd only towards the outward Man is not 
true Mortification : (3-) That the not breaking forth of Cor- . 
ruption into a Scandalous Life and Converfation, is no Evidence - 
of true Mortification : (4.). Nor is the forfaking of any fingle Sia 
an Evidence of it: Nor (5.) is every ViGtory gain’d over Sin, 2 | 
. true Mortification. : 

In explaining the Dutyof Mortification Pofitively, he tells us 
that thefe two things are requifite to be enquir’d into ;-Firft, 
wherein it doth confift ; Secondly, What things are indifpen(ibly. 
Neceflary thereunto. He takes the Nature of it to confift in the 
Weakning Sin’s Root and Principle, ia Supprefling its Rifings and 
Motions, and in Reftraining its outward AGions and Eruptions. 

; = Things of neceflity requir’d to effect a true Mortification, he. 
rms us, are a Vital Principle of Grace, and the Influence of the. 
Spirit of God drawing forth this inward Grace, and Acting it to 
the Supprefling of Sinful Motions and Sinful Eruptions. 

Next he ra down feveral Proofs and Trials of a true Mortifi-: 
cation; which we think fit briefly tofetdown: (1.) Let thy con- 
tending againft Sin be what it will or err Yo if it be not 
joyned with a fincere Endeavour after an Univerfal Obedience un- 


to God in the Performance of Duties, itis not, neither can it be: 
true Mortification :'(2.). That Mortification cannot be True and 
- Saving thatoppofeth it felf againft Corruption, only with the 
Exception and Refervation of one particular Sia: (3.) If thou 
wouldft judge of the Truth of thy Mortification, then fee what 
thofe Argaments and Confiderations are, whereby thon doft 
aétually deal again thy Luits: (4) A truly Mortified Mao - 
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others who Act from any other Principle lower than.true Grace 

either tak: no notice of, or elfe do not oppofe : (5.) 1f a be 

Mortified and Dead in you, then you alfoare Mortified aid Dead 

unto Sin. After thefe Trials and Proofs of a true Mortification, 

our Author concludes all with prefcribing fomeHelps and Diredcti- 
ous for the attaining of it. ‘ 








“The State of Learning. 


ae OT ah Be: : 
‘T Rome is Printed in Svo “AcTreatife Intituled, In Epi- 

ftolam Eufebii Romani ad Theophilum Gallum de Cult Sankbo- 

rum n Ignotorum Apoerifis. Iavqua comra Exfebiun defenduutur Reli« 
quia e Catacumbis Romanis evuta.,  Anbhote: Mexanive Plonmerso To-. 

maacenfiy Presbytero, GS::Theol; Dofbore..:.) 1c 

At'Venics, M. Pasli Cafelihas Printed: a Beitioin. Sebi cane. 
taining 578 pages and Intitled, J/ Giorno Pafquale vertamente Affeg~: 
nato nel Calendario Gregoriavo, fi nel fecolo decorfo 1600, fi nel, pre- 
fente 1700. Si - ltrs auvenire aifefo contra hs penser dé Mo- 


dernt. | 

tty? 39 24a: FE R. AGN GiBu! ” 9 16001 oy 
T Paris:therSieut Bowdet is Printing: din ‘gto,  Merbade 
pour la Mefure des Surfaces, la. dimenfion des Soli des; ematlenn 
tres de percuffion, .& a ofcilation par! Explication du: caleubantegraly 

avec figures, par Md. Carre del’ Avademie Royale des Sciences, Agi 
There is lately Publifh’d-a fmall Book.in:12ves which: has for : 
its Title, Nowvelle Déconverte fur lai luniiere,: pour-en amefurer F £9, 


_ compter les degren, Medi¢e\a Mr, le! Due de Chartres: par: ema? 


sate farie pan enge: Predicateur, @ ancien Profeffeat 
“HO L:L:AcNeDe 

SA se eatin wi The: Sicur Henri Wetftein isPrinting Sli Pale 
cus Onomufticum: Grace: Lati in Folio,) cymCommentarits dottiffitnis G. és 
thofredi Sungermanni; Foch. Kubnii, We Seberis | hb fervarronilus Cl. 
Salina fii ; 3 AY. ‘Valais: Wari Laktoonibi ab Deve. 2 offie gobitese 
plurimis antot ationibscs Virerum Doctor um, battens von editite:- 
thing of all this has hitherto been Pudlifh’d -befides, the Cacia 
tary of Seberus: The.Greck Vext will be corrected i ine ss Sree 


; _— and the DyainiVerfion polifyd over iiss lich yess 
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Next Wecek will be Publifhd 


Short, ‘but yet Plain Elements of Geometr 
Out yet : y and Plain Trigo- 
metry. -Shewing how by a Brief and Eafie Method, all thar is 


Neceflary and Ufeful in Exclide, 


Archimedes, Apolloninsand other 


Excellent-Geometricians, both Ancient and Modern, may be Un- 


derftood. 
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Written in French By F. Ignatius Gafton Pardies. And 
‘now-rendred.-into-Zveué(b.from the Fourth and Lait Edition, by 


John Harris M. A. and F,R.S. With many Additions and Im- 
provements: ‘Ihe whole being Accommodated'to the Capacities 


of Young Beginners. 


Books Printed this Month and not Abridged. 


Coucioad Clerum in Gratiam ftudiofo- 
um in Theologica Funiorum Pracipue in 


“lucem Edita, 2b Authore Anonymo, 


A Sermon againft Prophane Swear- 
ing, Preach’d .at St.. Margarets Weft- 


- ginfter by Ch. Wilfont A.M. 


_ A; Sermon-at the Baptifn of one of 
riper Years in a Country Ch.in the Di- 


ocels of Exon, 
- Mi, Ejifon’s Sermon of Confirmati- 


‘on, before the Lord Bithop of Durham. 
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between the Wife of a Country Squire, 


and the Wife ofa Dr. in Divinity, with 


Reflections thereupon. 
"The two Great Queftions confider’d, 


'* x, what the French King will.do with 


Refpeét to the Spanifb Monarchy 2. 
what Meafures the Englifh ought to 


take. 
~ An Enquiry into the occafional Con- 


fotmity-of Diffenters in cafes of Prefer- 
ment, witha Prefaceto Mr. How. 
The wealthy Shop-keeper, or the 


” charitable Citizen, a Poem. 


Remarks upon a late Pamphlet inti- 
tuled the two Great Queftions conti- 


der'd. 3 ; 
Mr. Shuttleworth’s Sermon Preach’d 


"at Bridgroaser in Somerferfhire, at the O-- 


pening of the Organ dately ereéted 
there, 

The Pilgrims, or. the .Happy Con- 
verts, a new Dramatick Entertainment 
written by W. H. M4 

Dr. Blackball’s Sermon, Preach’d be- 
fore the Univerfity of Cambridge on 
Commencement Sundays &7 00. 

Mr. Fleetwdod’sSermon before the. 
King at White-Hall, on, the: stb of No- 
VEMP. 1700. 

Concio babita ad Clerum Actdemia 
Cantabrigienfis iu Fertis Divi Petri tri 
duo ante Comitiorum folennem Diem, an. 
1700 pro Gradu Do. in St. Theologia. a 
Fob. Gafkarth. Sa Ts Po | 

Dr. Gafkacth’s Sermon before. the U- 
verfity of Cambridge, on Commencement. 
Sunday in the Forenoon Fane the 30th, 


i JOO. 


A Pilgrim to the Grand Jubilee at 
Rome, inthe year.1700, by an Epgjith 


- Gentleman. 


The Chriftian Scholar in Rules and - 
Direétions for Children and Youth fent 
to Englifh Schools, 

Plain Inftruétions for the Youngand 
and Ignorant, being a thort Expoiition 
of theChurchCatechifm acer 











~~ 


i, “Kye wank of tHe Li zi 


Underftanding and Memory of ‘the 
‘ meaneft Capacity. 

Animadverfions of a Pamphlet in-» 
tituled a Letter of “Advice to the 
_ Churches of the Won-Conformifs,in the 

lifh ‘Nation endeavouring their Sa- 
tisfaétion in that Point,who are the true 
Church of England,’ by a Divine of 
- the Church of England. . 
_ A Colleétion of feveral Sermons and 
Teftimonies {poke or delivered by G. 
Fox, Leonard the Prieft; Miller and the 
learned Cobler, Philip Harmon with fe- 
veral others. 
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The late of Spains Will and 
Pimps te ree, Wohi of the Kin 
dom of Spain, recited and eel 


~Paragraph by Paragraph. 


The compleat Caterer, or Infirndi- 

onshow to chufe the beft of Provitions, 
as’ Fiefh, Fifh » Fowl, Sc, « 
"The ‘Pratice of Courts Leet and 
Court Baron, containing full and-exaét 
Direétions for the making up Court 
Rolls, &c. _ publifh’d from the Mariu-._ 
fcripts of Sr. William Scroggs, Kt. fome- 
time Lord Ch. Juftice of England. 
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